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53-209  ($0.40);  Title  8  ($0.40);  Title  32,  Port* 
700-799  ($1.00);  Title  36,  Revised  ($3.00);  TM* 
46,  Parts  146-149,  Revised  ($6.00) 
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Rules  and  Regulations 


Title  5— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter  I^CIvil  Service  Commission 

part  6— exceptions  from  the 

COMPETITIVE  SERVICE 

Department  of  Labor 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed- 
CRAL  Register,  paragraph  (e)  (1)  is 
added  to  §  6.113  as  set  out  below. 

§6.113  Department  of  labor. 

•  •  *  *  • 

(e)  Bureau  of  Labor-Management 
Reports.  (1)  The  Chief  of  the  Division 
of  National  Investigations  and  the  10  top 
supervisory-investigator  positions  in  the 
Division  of  National  Investigations. 

(R.S.  1753,  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403,  as  amended; 
6  U.S.C.  631,  633) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission. 

[seal]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant. 

(P.R.  Doc.  60-2160:  Filed,  Mar.  8,  1960; 
8:47  am.] 


PART  6— EXCEPTIONS  FROM  THE 
COMPETITIVE  SERVICE 

Department  of  Justice 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed- 
UAL  Register,  subparagraphs  (2)  of 
subparagraphs  (m)  and  (n)  of  S  6.308 
are  redesignated  as  subparagraphs  (3), 
new  subparagraphs  (2)  and  (4)  are 
added  to  paragraph  (m)  and  a  new  sub- 
paragraph  (2)  is  added  to  paragraph 
(n).  As  revised,  paragraphs  (m)  and 
(n)  will  read  as  follows: 

§  6.308  Department  of  Justice. 

*  •  •  «  * 

(m)  Bureau  of  Prisons.  (1)  The  Di¬ 
rector. 

(2)  The  Deputy  Director. 

(3)  Three  Assistant  Directors. 

(4)  Teclmical  and  Legislative  Ad¬ 
viser. 

(n)  Federal  Prison  Industries,  Inc. 

(1)  The  Commissioner  of  Industries. 

(2)  The  Deputy  Commissioner  of  In¬ 
dustries. 

(3)  Associate  Commissioner. 

(R.S.  1753,  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403,  as  amended; 
5U.S.C.  631,  633) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant. 

|F.R.  Doc.  60-2159;  Filed,  Mar.  8.  I960; 
8:47  a.m.j 


Title  6— AGRICULTURAL 
CREDIT 

Chapter  IV — Commodity  Stabilization 
Service  and  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration,  Department  of  Agriculture 

[Arndt.  1| 

PART  477— PRICE  SUPPORT 
LIMITATION 

Subpart — Regulations  Relating  to  the 
$50,000  Limitation  of  Nonrecourse 
Price  Support  for  the  1960  Crop  of 
Price  Supported  Field  Crops  in  Sur¬ 
plus  Supply 

Inclusion  of  Additional  Crops  - 

Basis  and  purpose.  The  purpose  of 
this  amendment  is  to  make  the  above 
identified  regulations  applicable  to  cot¬ 
tonseed.  flaxseed,  bats,  and  soybeans. 
These  crops  have  been  declared  by  the 
Secretary  to  be  in  surplus  supply  for 
puiposes  of  the  $50,000  limitation  on 
nonrecourse  price  support  on  1960  pro¬ 
duction.  The  limitation  on  price  sup¬ 
port  is  contained  in  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  and  Farm  Credit  Adminis¬ 
tration  Appropriation  Act,  1960,  P.L. 
86-80. 

The  Regulations  Relating  to  the 
$50,000  Limitation  on  Nonrecourse  Price 
Support  for  the  1960  Crop  of  Price  Sup¬ 
ported  Field  Crops  in  Surplus  Supply  are 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  Section  477.102  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  477.102  Applicability. 

The  provisions  of  §§  477.101  to  477.114 
apply  severally  to  the  1960  crops  of  bar¬ 
ley,  com,  flaxseed,  grain  sorghums,  oats, 
rice,  rye,  soybeans,  and  wheat;  upland 
cotton,  extra  long  staple  cotton  and  cot¬ 
tonseed;  peanuts;  and  the  following 
kinds  of  tobacco:  flue-cured,  types  11- 
14;  flre-cured,  t3rpes  22-23;  flre-cured, 
type  21;  Burley,  type  31;  Maryland,  type 
32,  dark  air-cured,  t3n?es  35-36;  Vir¬ 
ginia  sun-cured,  tsrpe  37;  cigar  flller  and 
cigar  binder,  types  42-44  and  53-55;  cigar 
flller,  tsrpe  46;  and  cigar  binder,  types 
51-52. 

§  477.103  [Amendment] 

2.  Section  477.103  is  eunended  by  add¬ 
ing  the  following  new  paragraph  (o)  at 
the  end  thereof : 

(o)  “Acreage  devoted  to  cottonseed” 
shall  be  the  sum  of  the  acreages  devoted 
to  upland  cotton  and  extra  long  staple 
cotton  for  the  particular  crop  year. 
(Pub.  Law  8&-80) 


Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  3d  day 
of  March  1960. 

True  D.  Morse, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  60-2154;  FUed,  Mar.  8,  i960: 
8:46  a.m.] 


Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  I— Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  (Standards,  Inspections, 
Marketing  Practices),  Department 
of  Agriculture 

PART  52— PROCESSED  FRUITS  AND 
VEGETABLES,  PROCESSED  PROD- 
UCTS  THEREOF,  AND  CERTAIN 
OTHER  PROCESSED  FOOD  PROD¬ 
UCTS 

Subpart — United  States  Standards  for 
Grades  of  Canned  Lima  Beans  ^ 
Color 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained 
in  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Act  of 
1946  (secs.  202-208,  60  Stat.  1087,  as 
amended;  7  UB.C.  1621-1627),  the 
United  States  Standards  for  OradM  of 
Canned  Lima  Beans  ($8  52.471-52.484) 
are  hereby  amended  as  follows: 

Delete  paragraph  (a)  (1),  (2),  (3). 
and  (4)  of  8  52.479  Color,  and  substitute 
therefor  the  following: 

§  52.479  Color. 

(a)  General.  (1)  The  color  for  all 
types  of  canned  lima  beans  In  this  sub¬ 
part  is  based  on  the  predominating  and 
characteristic  color  of  the  exterior  sur¬ 
face  of  the  canned  lima  bean  when  com¬ 
pared  to  the  UBDA.  permanent  plastic 
color  standards  for  Canned  Thin-Seeded 
Lima  Beans. 

(2)  A  set  of  these  color  standards  is 
available  for  public  inspection,  and  in¬ 
formation  in  regard  to  procurement  of 
sets  may  be  obtained  from  the  Processed 
Products  Standardization  and  Inspection 
Branch,  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service.  VB.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  Washington  25, 
D.C. 

(i)  “Green”  with  respect  to  all  types 
of  canned  lima  beans  in  this  subpart 
means  that  the  color  of  the  individual 
lima  bean  possesses  as  much  or  more 
green  color  than  the  “UBDA.  Color 
Standard  for  Canned  Thin-Seeded 
Green  Lima  Beans”. 


*  Compliance  with  the  provisions  of  these 
standards  shall  not  excuse  failure  to  comply 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  or  with  applicable 
State  laws  and  regulations. 
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Announfment 

CFR  SUPPLEMENTS 

(As  of  January  1,  1960) 

The  following  Supplements  are  now  avolloble: 


Title  7,  Parts  1-50 _ $0.45 

Title  26,  Parts  170-221 _  2.25 


Previously  announced:  Title  3  l$0.60);  Titles 
4-5  ($1.00);  TiHe  7,  ParH  51-52  ($0.45);  Ports 
53-209  ($0.40);  Title  8  ($0.40);  Title  32,  Parts 
700-799  ($1.00);  TIHe  36,  Revised  ($3.00);  TMs 
46,  Parts  146-149,  Revised  ($6.00) 

Order  from  the  Superintendent  of  Documents, 
Government  Printing  Office,  Washington  25,  D.C 
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Rules  and  Regulations 


Title  5— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter  I — Civil  Service  Commission 

PART  6— EXCEPTIONS  FROM  THE 
COMPETITIVE  SERVICE 

Department  of  Labor 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  paragraph  (e)(1)  is 
added  to  §  6.113  as  set  out  below. 

§6.113  Department  of  labor. 

•  •  •  *  * 

(e)  Bureau  of  Labor-Management 
Reports.  (1)  The  Chief  of  the  Division 
of  National  Investigations  and  the  10  top 
supervisory-investigator  positions  in  the 
Division  of  National  Investigations. 

(R.S.  1753,  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403,  as  amended; 
6  U.S.C.  631,  633) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant. 

[F.R.  Doc.  60-2160:  Filed,  Mar.  8,  1960; 
8:47  am.] 


PART  6-~EXCEPTIONS  FROM  THE 
COMPETITIVE  SERVICE 

Department  of  Justice 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  subparagraphs  (2)  of 
subparagraphs  (m)  and  (n)  of  §  6.308 
are  redesignated  as  subparagraphs  (3), 
new  subparagraphs  (2)  and  (4)  are 
added  to  paragraph  (m)  and  a  new  sub- 
paragraph  (2)  is  added  to  paragraph 
(n).  As  revised,  paragraphs  (m)  and 
(n)  will  read  as  follows: 

§  6.308  Department  of  Justice. 

*  •  •  *  * 

(m)  Bureau  of  Prisons.  (1)  The  Di¬ 
rector. 

(2)  The  Deputy  Director. 

(3)  Three  Assistant  Directors. 

(4)  Technical  and  Legislative  Ad¬ 
viser. 

(n)  Federal  Prison  Industries,  Inc. 

(1)  The  Commissioner  of  Industries. 

(2)  The  Deputy  Commissioner  of  In¬ 
dustries. 

(3)  Associate  Commissioner. 

(R.S.  1753,  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403,  as  amended; 
5  U.S.C.  631,  633) 

United  States  ChviL  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant. 

[F.R.  Doc.  60-2159;  Filed,  Mar.  8,  I960; 
8:47  a.m.] 


Title  6— AGRICULTURAL 
CREDIT 

Chapter  IV — Commodity  Stabilization 
Service  and  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration,  Department  of  Agriculture 

[Arndt.  1] 

PART  477— PRICE  SUPPORT 
LIMITATION 

Subpart — Regulations  Relating  to  the 
$50,000  Limitation  of  Nonrecourse 
Price  Support  for  the  1960  Crop  of 
Price  Supported  Field  Crops  in  Sur¬ 
plus  Supply 

Inclusion  of  Additional  Crops  - 

Basis  and  purpose.  The  purpose  of 
this  amendment  is  to  make  the  above 
identified  regulations  applicable  to  cot¬ 
tonseed,  flaxseed,  bats,  and  soybeans. 
These  crops  have  been  declared  by  the 
Secretary  to  be  in  surplus  supply  for 
purposes  of  the  $50,000  limitation  on 
nonrecourse  price  support  on  1960  pro¬ 
duction.  The  limitation  on  price  sup¬ 
port  is  contained  in  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  and  Farm  Credit  Adminis¬ 
tration  Appropriation  Act,  1960,  P.L. 
86-80. 

The  Regulations  Relating  to  the 
$50,000  Limitation  on  Nonrecourse  Price 
Support  for  the  1960  Crop  of  Price  Sup¬ 
ported  Field  Crops  in  Surplus  Supply  are 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  Section  477.102  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  477.102  Applicability. 

The  provisions  of  9§  477.101  to  477.114 
apply  severally  to  the  1960  crops  of  bar¬ 
ley,  com,  flaxseed,  grain  sorghums,  oats, 
rice,  rye,  soybeans,  and  wheat;  upland 
cotton,  extra  long  staple  cotton  and  cot¬ 
tonseed;  peanuts;  and  the  following 
kinds  of  tobacco:  flue-cured,  types  11- 
14;  flre-cured,  tsrpes  22-23;  flre-cured, 
type  21;  Burley,  tsrpe  31;  Maryland,  tsrpe 
32,  dark  air-cured,  types  35-36;  Vir¬ 
ginia  sun-cured,  tsnpe  37;  cigar  filler  and 
cigar  binder,  types  42-44  and  53-55;  cigar 
filler,  type  46;  and  cigar  binder,  types 
51-52. 

§  477.103  [Amendment] 

2.  Section  477.103  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  the  foUowing  new  paragraph  (o)  at 
the  end  thereof : 

(o)  "Acreage  devoted  to  cottonseed” 
shall  be  the  sum  of  the  acreages  devoted 
to  upland  cotton  and  extra  long  staple 
cotton  for  the  particular  crop  year. 
(Pub.  Law  86-80) 


Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  3d  day 
of  March  1960. 

True  D.  Morse, 
Acting  Secretary. 

IF.R.  Doc.  60-2154;  FUed,  Mar.  8,  1960; 
8:46  a.m.] 


Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  I — ^Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  (Standards,  Inspections, 
Marketing  Practices),  Department 
of  Agriculture 

PART  52— PROCESSED  FRUITS  AND 
VEGETABLES,  PROCESSED  PROD- 
UCTS  THEREOF,  AND  CERTAIN 
OTHER  PROCESSED  FOOD  PROD¬ 
UCTS 

Subpart — United  States  Standards  for 
Grades  of  Canned  Lima  Beans  ^ 
Color 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  ‘ 
in  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Act  of 
1946  (secs.  202-208,  60  Stat.  1087,  as 
amended;  7  UJ3.C.  1621-1627),  the 
United  States  Standards  for  Orad^  of 
Canned  Lima  Beans  (S9  52.471-52.484) 
are  hereby  amended  as  follows: 

Delete  paragraph  (a)  (1),  (2),  (3), 
and  (4)  of  S  52.479  Color,  and  substitute 
therefor  the  following: 

§  52.479  Color. 

(a)  General.  (1)  The  color  for  all 
types  of  canned  lima  beans  in  this  sub¬ 
part  is  based  on  the  predominating  and 
characteristic  color  of  the  exterior  sur¬ 
face  of  the  canned  lima  bean  when  com¬ 
pared  to  the  UBDJL.  permanent  plastic 
color  standards  for  Canned  Thin-Seeded 
Lima  Beans. 

(2)  A  set  of  these  color  standards  is 
available  for  public  inspection,  and  in¬ 
formation  in  regard  to  procurement  of 
sets  may  be  obtained  from  the  Processed 
Products  Standardization  and  Inspection 
Branch.  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division, 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  Washington  25, 
D.C. 

(i)  “Green”  with  respect  to  all  types 
of  canned  lima  beans  in  this  subpart 
means  that  the  color  of  the  individual 
lima  bean  possesses  as  much  or  more 
green  color  than  the  "UBDA.  Color 
Standard  for  Canned  Thin-Seeded 
Green  Lima  Beans”. 


1  Compliance  with  the  provisions  of  these 
standards  shall  not  excvise  failure  to  comply 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  or  with  applicable 
State  laws  and  regulations. 
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(ii)  *'White"  with  respect  to  all  types 
of  canned  Hma.  beans  in  this  subp^ 
means  that  the  color  of  the  individual 
nma  bean  is  lighter  than  the 
Color  Standard  for  Canned  Thin-Seeded 
White  Lima  Beans’*. 

Notice  of  proposed  rule  making,  pub¬ 
lic  procedure  thereon,  and  the  postpone¬ 
ment  of  the  effective  date  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  beyond  that  herein  specified  (5 
UB.C.  1001-1011)  are  impractical,  un¬ 
necessary.  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  in  that: 

(1)  The  color  standards 

cited  in  this  amendment  are  permanent 
plastic  colors  which  supersede  the  ap¬ 
plicable  printed  color  illustrations  in 
Maerz  and  Paul’s  Dictionary  of  Color; 

(2)  For  industry  guidance  this  amend¬ 
ment  should  become  effective  prior  to  the 
1960  processing  season  for  canned  lima 
beans; 

(3)  This  action  is  necessary  for 
purposes  of  providing  a  means  of  uni¬ 
form  application  and  interpretation  of 
color  classification  in  the  inspection  of 
the  product;  and 

'  (4)  Compliance  with  the  provisions  of 
this  amendment  wiU  not  require  any 
special  preparation  on  the  part  of  the 
.industry  that  can  not  be  completed  by 
the  effective  date. 

(Secs.  a02-208,  60  Stat.  1087,  as  amended; 
7  U£.C.  1621-1627) 

Dated  March  4,  1960,  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  March  20.  1960. 

Roy  W.  Lennartson, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Marketing  Services. 

[F.R.  Doc.  60-2161;  Filed,  Mar.  8.  1960; 

8:47  a.m.] 


Chapter  VIII— Commodity  Stabiliza¬ 
tion  Service  (Sugar),  Department  of 
Agriculture 

SU8CHAPTER  6— SUGAR  REQUIREMENTS  AND 
QUOTAS 

[Sugar  Reg.  816] 

PART  815 — ^ALLOTMENT  OF  THE 
DIRECT-CONSUMPTION  PORTION 
OF  1  9  6  0  MAINLAND  SUGAR 
QUOTA  FOR  PUERTO  RICO 

Basis  and  purpose.  This  allotment 
order  is  issued  under  section  205(a)  of 
the  Sugar  Act  of  1948,  as  amended 
(herein  called  the  “act”)  for  the  purpose 
of  allotting  the  portion  of  the  1960  sugar 
quota  for  Puerto  Rico  which  may  be 
filled  by  direct-consumption  sugar 
among  persons  who  market  such  sugar 
for  consumption  in  the  continental 
United  States. 

Preliminary  statement.  Under  the 
provisions  of  section  205(a)  of  the  act, 
the  Secretary  is  required  to  allot  a  quota 
or  proration  thereof  whenever  he  finds 
that  allotment  is  necessary  (1)  to  assure 
an  orderly  and  adequate  flow  of  sugar 
or  liquid  sugar  in  the  channels  of  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce,  (2)  to  pre¬ 
vent  the  disorderly  marketing  of  sugar 
or  liquid  sugar,  (3)  to  maintain  a  con¬ 
tinuous  and  stable  supply  of  sugar  or 
liquid  sugar,  or  (4)  to  afford  all  inter¬ 
ested  persons  an  equitable  opportunity 


to  market  sugar  or  liquid  sugar  within 
the  quota  for  the  area.  Section  205(a) 
also  provides  that  such  allotment  shall 
be  made  after  such  hearing  upon  such 
notice  as  the  Secretary  may  by  regula¬ 
tion  prescribe.' 

Pursuant  to  the  applicable  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (7  CFR  801.1  et 
seq),  a  preliminary  finding  was  made 
that  allotment  of  the  direct-consump¬ 
tion  portion  of  the  quota  is  necessary 
and  a  notice  was  published  on  October 
9,  1959  (24  FJl.  8239)  of  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  to  be  held  at  Santurce,  Puerto  Rico, 
in  the  Conference  Room,  Caribbean 
Area  Office,  ASC,  Segarra  Building,  on 
November  5,  1959,  at  10:00  a.m..  for  the 
purpose  of  receiving  evidence  to  enable 
the  Secretary  to  make  a  fair,  efBcient 
and  equitable  distribution  of  the  direct- 
consumption  portion  of, the  1960  main¬ 
land  sugar  quota  for  Puerto  Rico.  The 
hearing  was  held  at  the  time  and  place 
specified  in  the  notice. 

Based  upon  the  record  of  the  hearing 
and  pursuant  to  the  applicable  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure,  the  Adminis¬ 
trator.  Commodity  Stabilization  Service, 
United  States  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  on  February  4,  1960,  filed  a  rec¬ 
ommended  decision  and  proposed  order 
with  respect  to  the  allotment  of  the  1960 
direct-consumption  portion  of  the  main¬ 
land  sugar  quota  for  Puerto  Rico  with 
the  Hearing  Clerk,  United  States  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  Washington  25, 
D.C.  Notice  of  such  filing  and  opportu¬ 
nity  to  file  exceptions  thereto  (24  F.R. 
987)  was  given  to  all  interested  persons 
in  the  manner  provided  in  the  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure. 

In  arriving  at  the  findings,  conclu¬ 
sions.  and  regulatory  provisions  of  this 
order,  all  proposed  findings  and  conclu¬ 
sions  were  carefully  and  fully  considered 
in  conjunction  with  the  record  evidence 
pertaining  to  the  allotment  of  the  direct- 
consumption  portion  of  the  mainland 
quota.  To  the  extent  that  findings  and 
conclusions  proposed  by  interested  per¬ 
sons  are  inconsistent  with  the  findings 
and  conclusions  contained  herein,  the 
specific  or  implied  requests  to  make  such 
findings  and  reach  such  conclusions  are 
denied  on  the  basis  of  the  facts  found 
and  stated  in  connection  with  the  con¬ 
clusions  herein  set  forth. 

At  the  time  of  the  hearing  and  the  is¬ 
suance  of  the  Recommended  Decision 
relating  to  this  allotment  order,  data 
pertaining  to  1959  calendar  year  mar¬ 
ketings  of  allottees  contained  estimates. 
Pinal  data  have  subsequently  become 
available,  have  been  made  a  part  of  the 
official  records  of  the  Department  and 
are  herein  substituted  for  estimates  of 
such  data  as  provided  for  in  the  findings 
and  conclusions. 

Effective  date.  The  proceeding  to 
which  this  order  relates  was  instituted 
for  the  piirpose  of  allotting  the  direct- 
consumption  portion  of  the  mainland 
quota  to  prevent  disorderly  marketing 
and  to  afford  each  interested  person  an 
equitable  opportunity  to  market  direct- 
consumption  sugar  in  the  continental 
United  States.  Some  of  the  allotments 
made  by  this  order  are  small  and  delay 
in  the  issuance  of  the  order  might  result 
in  some  persons  marketing  more  than 


their  fair  share  of  the  direct-consump¬ 
tion  portion  of  the  quota.  ’Therefore,  it 
is  imperative  that  this  order  become  ef¬ 
fective  on  the  earliest  possible  date  in 
order  to  fully  effectuate  the  purposes  of 
section  205(a)  of  the  act.  Accordingly, 
it  is  hereby  foimd  that  compliance  with 
the  30-day  effective  date  requirement  of 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  (60 
Stat.  237)  is  impracticable  and  contrary 
to  the  public  interest  and.  consequently, 
this  order  shall  be  effective  when  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Basis  for  findings  and  conclusions. 
Section  205(a)  of  the  act  reads  in  per¬ 
tinent  part  as  follows: 

*  *  *  Allotments  shall  be  made  in  such 
manner  and  in  such  amounts  as  to  provide 
a  fair,  efficient,  and  equitable  distribution 
of  such  quota  or  proratlon  thereof,  by  tak¬ 
ing  Into  consideration  the  processing  of  sugar 
or  liquid  sugar  from  sugar  beets  or  sug;arcane 
to  which  ixnportlonate  shares,  determined 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  subsection  (b) 
of  section  302,  pertained;  the  past  market- 
lng;s  or  Importations  of  each  such  person  and 
the  ability  of  such  person  to  market  or  Im¬ 
port  that  portion  of  such  quota  or  prora* 
tlon  thereof  allotted  to  him  •  •  • 

*1116  record  of  the  hearing  regarding 
the  subject  of  this  order  shows  that  the 
capacity  to  produce  refined  sugar  in 
Puerto  Rico  far  exceeds  the  maximum 
quantity  of  Puerto  Rican  direct-con¬ 
sumption  sugar  that  may  be  marketed 
within  the  prospective  1960  mainland 
and  local  quotas  of  approximately 
255,000  to  270,000  short  tons,  raw  value. 
Thus,  to  prevent  disorderly  marketing 
of  sugar  and  to  afford  all  interested  per¬ 
sons  an  equitable  opportunity  to  market 
sugar  within  the  quota  as  required  by 
section  205(a)  of  the  act.  allotment  of 
the  direct-consumption  portion  of  the 
mainland  sugar  quota  for  Puerto  Rico 
has  been  found  to  be  necessary  (R.  9, 
10). 

While  all  three  factors  specified  in  the 
provisions  of  section  205(a)  of  the  act 
quoted  above  have  been  considered,  only 
the  “past  marketings”  and  ability  to 
market  factors  have  been  given  percen¬ 
tile  weightings  in  the  formula  on  which 
the  allotment  of  the  direct-consumption 
portion  of  the  1960  mainland  quota  for 
Puerto  Rico  is  based.  Testimony  indi¬ 
cates  that  allottees  accoimting  for  over 
93  percent  of  the  direct-consumption 
sugar  brought  into  the  continental 
United  States  do  not  process  sugar  from 
sugarcane  and  that  giving  weight  to  the 
factor  “processing  from  proportionate 
shares”  would  not  lead  to  equitable 
allotments  (R.  10). 

The  government  witness  proposed  that 
the  factor  “past  marketings”  be  meas- 
imed  for  each  processor  and  refiner  by  the 
average  annual  quantity  of  direct- 
consumption  sugar  which  he  marketed 
in  the  continental  United  States  within 
the  mainland  quotas  for  Puerto  Rico 
during  the  five  years  1955  through  1959, 
inclusive,  expressed  as  a  percentage  of 
the  sum  of  such  quantities  for  all  proces¬ 
sors  and  refiners  (R.  11).  The  witness 
stated  that  the  use  of  the  quantities 
marketed  in  the  most  recent  five-year 
period  will  refiect  market  conditions 
similar  to  those  which  would  be  expected 
to  occur  in  the  marketing  of  direct- 
consumption  sugar  in  the  mainland  in 
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1960.  and  furthermore  that  a  five-year  than  the  highest  year’s  marketings  in  1948  through  1959  and  that  no  appear- 
average  of  such  marketings  tends  to  a  more  remote  period.  On  the  basis  of  ance  was  made  on  behalf  of  such  com- 
minimize  shortrun  influences  affecting  the  hearing  record  it  appears  there  has  pany  to  request  an  allotment  and  that 
data  for  a  single  year  and  adds  stability  been  no  impairment  in  recent  years  in  no  evidence  was  introduced  in  the  record 
to  the  ’‘past  marketings”  factor  (R.  11,  the  capacity  of  the  production  facilities  to  support  an  allotment  for  that  corpo- 
12).  of  the  allottees  that  are  subject  to  the  ration.  Consequently,  the  record  of  the 

The  government  witness  proposed  that  allotment  order  issued  pursuant  to  this  hearing  provides  no  basis  for  South 

the  factor  ‘‘ability  to  market”  be  meas-  proceeding.  The  use  of  the  period  Puerto  Rico  Sugar  Corporation  to  re- 
ured  by  the  largest  quantity  of  direct-  1945-59  as  a  measure  of  ability  would  ceive  an  allotment  of  the  1960  quota, 

consumption  sugar  marketed  in  the  include  years  immediately  after  World  At  the  hearing  testimony  was  given 

mainland  by  each  refiner  and  processor  War  n  in  which  marketing  conditions  to  the  effect  that  the  name  of  Porto  Ri- 
in  any  one  of  the  past  five  years.  1955  are  less  representative  of  conditions  to  can  American  Sugar  Refinery,  Inc.,  has 
through  1959,  expressed  as  a  percentage  be  faced  in  1960  and  marketings  in  the  been  changed  officially  to  Puerto  Rican 
of  the  sum  of  such  quantities  for  all  early  years  of  this  period  would  be  less  American  Sugar  Refinery,  Inc.  (R.  29). 
refiners  and  processors  (R.  12).  The  indicative  of  relative  ability  to  market  Findings  and  conclusions.  On  the 
witness  stated  that  marketings  of  direct-  sugar  in  1960  than  the  most  recent  five-  basis  of  the  record  of  the  hearing  I 
consumption  sugar  in  the  recent  period,  year  period.  Furthermore,  the  prora-  hereby  find  and  conclude  that: 

1955  through  1959,  are  considered  to  be  tion  of  allotment  deficits  during  four  of  (1)  The  potential  capacity  of  Puerto 
a  more  effective  measure  of  processor’s  the  last  five  years  provided  additional  Rican  processors  and  refiners  to  produce 
and  refiner’s  relative  ability  to  market  marketing  opportunities  to  allottees  who  direct-consumption  sugar  during  the 
sugar  in  1960  than  are  their  marketings  demonstrated  ability  to  utilize  additional  calendar  year  1960  is  about  320,000  short 
in  a  more  remote  period  (R.  12,  13).  allotments.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  tons  and  this  quantity  is  far  greater  than 
In  determining  allotments  of  the  di-  the  method  of  measuring  the  factor  the  total  quantity  of  such  sugar  which 
rect-consumption  portion  of  the  main-  ‘‘ability  to  market”  proposed  by  the  gov-  may  be  marketed  within  the  1960  sugar 
land  quota  for  1960  the  government  emment  has  been  adopted  in  preference  quotas  for  Puerto  Rico, 
witness  proposed  that  the  factors  “past  to  the  measure  of  such  factor  as  proposed  (2)  The  allotment  of  the  direct-con- 
marketings”  and  “ability  to  market”  be  by  Central  Roig  Refining  Company.  sumption  portion  of  the  1960  mainland 
weighted  equally  as  was  done  in  estab-  In  accordance  with  the  record  of  the  sugar  quota  for  Puerto  Rico  is  necessary 
Ushing  past  allotments  of  the  quota  hearing  (R.  18)  provision  has  been  made  to  prevent  disorderly  marketings  of  such 
(R.  13).  Further  testimony  indicated  in  the  findings  and  the  order  to  revise  sugar  and  to  afford  each  interested  per- 
that  the  need  for  a  reserve  for  the  mar-  allotments  without  further  notice  or  son  an  equitable  opportunity  to  market 
keting  of  raw  sugar  within  the  direct-  hearing  for  purposes  of  (1)  giving  effect  such  sugar  in  the  continental  United 
consumption  portion  of  the  mainland  to  the  substitution  of  revised  estimates  States. 

quota  appears  to  be  practically  non-  or  final  data  for  estimates  of  the  quantity  (3)  Assignment  of  percentile  weight  to 
existent  (R.  13, 14) .  Accordingly,  it  was  of  direct-consumption  sugar  imported  the  “processing  from  proportionate 
proposed  that  the  entire  quantity  which  into  the  continental  United  States  by  shares”  factor  in  the  allotment  formula 
may  be  brought  into  the  continental  each  allottee  in  1959,  (2)  allocating  any  would  not  result  in  fair,  efficient  and 
United  States  within  the  1960  mainland  quantity  of  an  allotment  released  by  an  equitable  allotments, 
quota  for  Puerto  Rico  be  allotted  by  ap-  allottee  to  other  allottees  or  to  a  reserve  (4)  The  “past  marketings”  factor  shall 
plying  50  percent  weight  to  each  of  the  for  “All  other  persons”  when  written  be  measured  by  each  allottee’s  percent- 
factors  “past  marketings”  and  “ability  notification  of  such  release  is  received  age  of  the  average  entries  of  direct-con- 
to  market”  measure  for  each  allottee  as  by  the  Department,  and  (3)  giving  effect  sumption  sugar  by  all  allottees  in  the 
indicated  in  the  preceding  paragraphs.  to  any  change  in  the  direct-consumption  continental  United  States  during  the 
At  the  hearing  no  other  proposals  portion  of  the  mainland  quota.  Also,  years  1955  through  1959. 
were  submitted,  however,  subsequent  to  as  proposed  in  the  record  (R.  22),  the  (5)  The  “ability  to  market”  factor 
the  hearing  and  prior  to  November  20,  findings  and  order  contain  provisions  shall  be  measured  for  each  allottee  by 
1959,  Central  Roig  Refining  Compat)y,  in  relating  to  restrictions  on  marketing  expressing  each  allottee’s  largest  entries 
a  brief,  proposed  that  the  factor  of  abil-  similar  to  those  contained  in  the  1959  of  direct-consumption  sugar  into  the 
ity  to  market  be  measured  by  the  largest  Puerto  Rican  allotment  order  since  such  United  States  during  any  one  of  the  past 
quantity  of  direct-consumption  sugar  provisions  operated  successfully  in  1959  five  years,  1955  through  1959,  as  a  per- 
marketed  in  the  mainland  by  each  re-  and  no  objection  was  made  in  the  record  cent  of  the  sum  of  such  entries  for  all 
finer  in  any  one  of  the  15  years,  1945  to  their  inclusion.  allottees. 

through  1959.  Data  relating  to  market-  The  record  of  the  hearing  discloses  (6)  The  quantities  of  sugar  and  per- 
ings  of  direct-consumption  sugar  to  the  that  South  Puerto  Rico  Sugar  Corpora-  centages  referred  to  in  paragraphs  (4) 
mainland  prior  to  1948  are  not  included  tion  did  not  market  direct-consumption  and  (5),  above,  based  on  final  data,  are 
in  the  record  of  this  hearing.  sugar  in  the  mainland  during  the  period  set  forth  in  the  following  table: 

A  copy  of  the  brief  filed  by  the  Central  -  - -  -  - . 

Roig  Refining  Company  was  sent  to  au  Average  annual  HIrhest  annual 

interested  parties  and  the  period  for  marketings,  19&5-59  marketuigs,  ivavso 

submission  ,  of  briefs  was  extended  to  - - - 

December  10,  1959.  Prior  to  such  date  Allottee  short  tona,  percent  of  short  tona.  Percent  of 

two  briefs  were  submitted  in  which 

Western  Sugar  Refining  Company  con-  d)  (2)  O)  (4) 

curred  with  the  proposal  of  Central  Roig _ 

Refining  Company  and  Porto  Rican  central  Aguirre  sugar  Co.,  a  trust .  6,2»8  4.8O88  6,  mi  4.0057 

American  Sugar  Refinery,  Inc.,  con-  central  Roig  Refining  co .  20,047  15. 3007  21.36.5  15.1220 

ciii*T*prf  witb  tliA  fyftvPT*niTiprit’  Central  San  Francisco. 1,JS2  1.0552  1,  .501  1.1261 

currea  Wlin  me  government  proposal  pu„.to  Rican  American  sugar  Refinery,  Inc .  82,307  62.0133  88,801  62.0166 

made  at  the  hearing.  Weetern  sugar  Refining  Co .  20, 846  15. 0160  22, 606  1.5. 020.-. 

In  determining  ability  to  market,  the  _ , ,  — 

performance  of  allottees  as  reflected  in 

actual  shipments  of  direct-consumption  *  ~ 

sugar  to  the  mainland  is  considered  the  (7)  Allotments  totaling  the  direct-  (8)  This  order  may  be  revised  without 
best  and  most  practical  measure.  The  consumption  portion  of  the  1960  Puerto  further  notice  or  heaidng  for  the  purpose 
use  of  the  most  recent  five-year  period  Rican  mainland  quota  should  be  estab-  of  substituting  revised  estimates  or  final 
provides  a  sufficient  period  of  time  for  lished  by  giving  fifty  percent  weight  to  data  for  previous  estimates  of  the  Puerto 
allottees  to  demonstrate  ability  to  mar-  past  marketings,  measured  as  provided  Rican  direct-consumption  sugar  entries 
ket.  The  largest  quantity  marketed  by  in  paragraph  (4) ,  above,  and  fifty  per-  by  and  on  behalf  of  each  allottee  in  1959 
an  allottee  in  any  one  year  during  such  cent  weight  to  ability  to  market,  meas-  when  such  revised  or  final  data  become 
a  recent  period  would  be  more  indica-  ured  as  provided  in  paragraph  (5),  part  of  the  official  records  of  the 
tive  of  current  relative  ability  to  market  above.  Department. 


Average  annual 
niurkctlngs,  1055-59 

Hit'hest  annual 
marketings,  10.5.5-59 

Allottee 

Short  tons, 
raw  value 

Percent  of 
total 

Short  tons, 
raw  value 

Percent  of 
total 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

Central  Aguirre  Sugar  Co.,  a  trust.... . . . 

Central  Roig  Refining  Co . . . 

Central  San  Francisco . 

Puerto  Rican  American  Sugar  Refinery,  Inc............. . 

Weetern  Sugar  Refining  Co.... . . . . . . 

6,298 

20,047 

1,382 

82,307 

20,845 

4.8088 
15.3067 
1.0552 
62. 0133 
15. 9160 

6,  Ml 
21,365 
1,.501 
88,801 
22,506 

4. 90.57 
1.5. 1220 
1. 1261 
62. 016ti 
15. 020.'> 

Total . . . 

130,960 

100.0000 

141,284 

100.  OtNM) 

2008 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


(9)  This  order  shall  be  revised  with¬ 
out  further  notice  or  hearing  to  revise 
allotments  to  give  effect  to  any  change 
in  the  direct-consumption  portion  of  the 
I960  quota  for  Puerto  Rico  on  the  same 
basis  as  is  provided  in  these  findings  for 
establishing  allotments. 

(10)  This  order  shall  require  each  al¬ 
lottee  to  submit  to  the  Department  in 
writing  in  the  following  form,  no  later 
than  October  1,  1960,  an  estimate  of  the 
maximum  quantity  of  direct-consump¬ 
tion  sugar  he  will  be  able  to  market  dur¬ 
ing  the  quota  year  within  any  allotment, 
and  a  release  for  allocation  to  other  al¬ 
lottees  as  an  allotment  deficit  of  quan¬ 
tities  of  sugar  in  excess  of  such  maximum 
quantity: 

I,  the  xinderslgned  allottee,  estimate  that 

I  will  be  able  to  market  not  to  exceed - 

short  tons,  commercial  weight,  equivalent  to 

_ short  tons,  raw  value,  of  sugar  during 

the  entire  calendar  year  1960  within  any 
aUotment  of  the  direct-consumption  portion 
of  the  1960  mainland  quota  for  Puerto  Rico 
which  may  be  established  for  me  pursuant 
to  SJl.  815. 

I  release  for  disposition  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  S.R.  815  the  portion  of  any  allotment 
In  excess  of  the  above  stated  quantity  of 
siigar,  and  any  quantity  of  sugar  which 
would  Increase  my  allotment  in  excess  of 
such  stated  amount  as  a  result  of  either  the 
allotment  of  any  Increases  In  the  direct - 
consiunption  portion  of  the  Puerto  Rican 
sugar  quota  or  the  aUocation  of  any  quan¬ 
tities  of  sugar  released  by  one  or  more  other 
allottees,  occiuring  In  either  case,  from  the 
date  of  this  release  until  the  end  of  the 
calendar  year. 

An  allottee  may  revise  a  previous  no¬ 
tice  of  the  maximum  quantity  he  may 
market  during  the  quota  year  and  a  pre¬ 
vious  release  of  allotment  deficit  by  sub¬ 
mitting  to  the  Department  on  the 
prescribed  form  a  new  notice  of  the 
maximum  quantity  he  may  market 
during  the  quota  year  and  a  new  release 
of  allotment  deficit.  A  revised  notice 
and  release  may  be  given  effect  only  to 
the  extent  that  the  allotment  of  any 
other  allottee  will  not  be  reduced  solely 
thereby  as  provided  in  Finding  (11). 

(11)  This  order  shall  provide  for  al¬ 
lotment  without  further  notice  or  hear¬ 
ing  of  any  quantity  of  sugar  that  may 
be  released  by  an  allottee  as  provided  in 
Finding  (10)  when  quantities  of  sugar 
becmne  available  for  allotment. 

In  revising  allotments  for  the  purpose 
of  giving  effect  to  a  quota  increase  or 
decrease,  or  to  give  effect  to  a  release  by 
an  allottee,  allotment  deficits  shall  be 
determined  and  allocated  without  regard 
to  any  previous  determination  and  prora¬ 
tion  of  deficits  and  such  deficits  shall 
be  allocated  proportionately  among 
other  allottees  to  the  extent  they  are 
able  to  utilize  additional  allotments,  on 
the  basis  of  allotments  computed  for 
such  allottees  without  includix^  alloca¬ 
tion  of  ahy  allotment  deficits:  Provided, 
That,  the  allotment  previously  in  effect 
for  an  allottee  which  includes  a  deficit 
proration  shall  not  be  reduced  solely  to 
give  effect  to  a  revised  notice  received 
from  another  allottee  subsequent  to  such 
deficit  proration  and  which  notice  in¬ 
creases  the  declared  maximum  quantity 
such  ottier  allottee  is  able  to  market. 
Such  deficit  allocations  to  any  allottee 


shall  be  limited  in  accordance  with  the 
written  statement  of  the  maximum 
quantity  he  will  market  submitted  as 
provided  in  Finding  (10).  In  the  event 
the  total  of  allotment  deficits  released  by 
allottees  exceeds  the  total  quantity  which 
can  be  utilized  by  other  allottees,  the  ex¬ 
cess  quantity  shall  be  allotted  to  a  re¬ 
serve  for  “All  other  persons”. 

(12)  Official  notice  will  be  taken  of 

(a)  written  notice  to  the  Department  by 
an  allottee  of  the  estimated  maximum 
marketings  of  such  allottee  within  an 
allotment  and  of  the  quantities  of  sugar 
released  for  reallotment  when  the  noti¬ 
fication  becomes  a  part  of  the  official 
records  of  the  Department,  (b)  esti¬ 
mated  and  final  data  for  1959  calendar 
year  marketings  of  sugar  for  direct- 
consumption' on  the  mainland  that  be- 
c(xne  a  part  of  the  official  records  of  the 
Department,  and  (c)  any  regulation  is¬ 
sued  by  the  Secretary  which  changes 
the  direct-consumption  portion  of  the 
1960  mainland  quota  for  Puerto  Rico. 

(13)  Each  allottee  in  1960  shall  be  re¬ 
stricted  from  bringing  into  the  conti¬ 
nental  United  States  for  consumption 
therein  any  direct-consumption  sugar 
in  excess  of  the  smaller  of  his  allotment 
established  herein  or  the  sum  of  the 
quantity  of  sugar  produced  by  the  al¬ 
lottee  from  sugarcane  grown  in  Puerto 
Rico  and  the  quantity  of  sugar  acquired 
from  Puerto  Rican  processors  by  the 
allottee  in  1960  for  shipment  to  the  main¬ 
land  within  the  applicable  1960  mainland 
quota  for  Puerto  Rico.  All  other  persons 
shall  be  prohibited  from  bringing  direct- 
consumption  sugar  into  the  continental 
United  States  in  1960  for  consumption 
therein  except  such  sugar  acquir^  in 
1960  from  an  allottee  within  his  allot¬ 
ment  established  herein  or  sugar  brought 
in  within  an  unallotted  reserve  which 
may  be  established  for  “All  other  per¬ 
sons”.  All  persons  collectively  shall  be 
prohibited  from  bringing  into  the  con¬ 
tinental  United  States  any  direct-con¬ 
sumption  sugar  other  than  crystalline 
sugar  in  excess  of  the  quantity  by  which 
the  direct-consumption  portion  of  the 
mainland  quota  exceeds  126,033  short 
tons,  raw  value. 

(14)  To  facilitate  full  and  effective  use 
of  allotments,  provision  shall  be  made 
in  the  order  for  transfer  of  allotments 
under  circumstances  of  a  succession  of 
interest. 

(15)  Allotments  established  in  the 
foregoing  manner  and  the  amounts  set 
forth  in  the  order  provide  a  fair,  efficient, 
and  equitable  distribution  of  the  direct- 
consumption  portion  of  the  mainland 
quota,  as  required  by  section  205(a)  of 
the  act. 

Order.  Pursuant  to  the  authority 
vested  in  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
by  section  205(a)  of  the  act,  and  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  findings  and  conclu¬ 
sions  heretofore  made,  it  is  hereby 
ordered : 

§  815.1  Allotment  of  the  direct-con¬ 
sumption  portion  of  1960  mainland 
sugar  quota  for  Puerto  Rico. 

(a)  Allotments.  The  direct-consump¬ 
tion  portion  of  the  1960  sugar  quota  for 
Puerto  Rico,  amounting  to  139,161  short 


tons,  raw  value,  is  hereby  allotted  as 


follows: 

Direct- 
consumption 
allotment 
(short  tons. 

Allottee:  raw  value) 

Central  Aguirre  Sugar  Co.,  a  trust.  6, 759 

Central  Rolg  Refining  Co _  21, 173 

Central  San  Francisco _ 1,518 

Puerto  Rican  American  Sugar  Rfy., 

Inc _  87, 553 

Western  Sugar  Refining  Co _ _  22, 158 

All  other  persons _ _ _  0 

Total _ 139, 161 


(b)  Restrictions  on  marketing,  (l) 
During  the  calendar  year  1960  each  al¬ 
lottee  named  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section  is  hereby  prohibited  from  bring¬ 
ing  into  the  continental  United  States 
within  an  allotment  established  for  such 
allottee,  for  consumption  therein,  any 
direct-consumption  sugar  from  Puerto 
Rico  in  excess  of  the  smaller  of  (i)  the 
allotment  therefor  established  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section,  or  (ii)  the  sum 
of  the  quantity  of  sugar  produced  by  the 
allottee  from  sugarcane  grown  in  Puerto 
Rico,  and  the  quantity  of  sugar  produced 
from  Puerto  lUcan  sugarcane  which  was 
sugar  acquired  by  the  allottee  in  1960  for 
further  processing  and  shipment  within 
the  direct-consumption  portion  of  the 
1960  mainland  quota  for  Puerto  Rico. 

(2)  During  the  calendar  year  1960  all 
persons  other  than  the  allottees  specified 
in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  are 
hereby  prohibited  from  bringing  into  the 
continental  United  States,  for  consump¬ 
tion  therein,  any  direct-consumption 
sugar  from  Puerto  Rico  except  that  ac¬ 
quired  from  an  allottee  within  the 
quantity  limitations  established  in  sub- 
paragraph  (1)  of  this  paragraph  and 
that  brought  in  within  any  unallotted 
reserve  that  may  be  established  for  “All 
other  persons”. 

(3)  Of  the  total  quantity  of  direct- 
consumption  sugar  allotted  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section,  126,033  short 
tons,  raw  value,  may  be  filled  only  by 
sugar  principally  of  crystalline  structure 
and  the  balance  may  be  filled  by  sugar 
whether  or  not  principally  of  crystalline 
structure. 

(c)  Notice  of  maximum  marketing 
capabilities  and  release  of  quantities  in 
excess  thereof.  Each  allottee  shall 
notify  the  Department  no  later  than 
October  1,  1960,  of  the  maximum  quan¬ 
tity  of  sugar  he  will  be  able  to  market 
within  any  allotment  of  the  direct-con¬ 
sumption  portion  of  the  mainland  quota 
during  the  quota  year,  and  shall  release 
any  quantity  of  sugar  in  excess  of  the 
maximum  amount  stated  on  the  notice. 
Such  a  notice  and  release  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  as  provided  in  Finding  (10)  ac¬ 
companying  this  order. 

(d)  Revision  of  allotments.  The  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  Sugar  Division,  Conunodity 
Stabilization  Service.  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  is  hereby  authorized  to 
revise  the  allotments  established  under 
this  order  without  further  notice  or 
hearing  to  give  effect  to  (1)  the  substi¬ 
tution  of  revised  estimates  or  final  data 
for  estimates,  (2)  the  allocation,  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  Finding  (11)  accompanying  this 
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order,  of  any  quantity  of  sugar  released 
by  an  allottee  and  (3)  any  increase  or 
decrease  in  the  direct-consumption  por¬ 
tion  ot  the  1960  mainland  quota  for 
Puerto  Rico  as  provided  in  Finding  (9) 
accompanying  this  order. 

(e)  Transfer  of  marketing  rights 
under  allotments.  The  Director  of  the 
Sugar  Division,  Commodity  Stabiliza¬ 
tion  Service,  of  the  Department,  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  provisions  of  the  Act, 
may  permit  a  quantity  of  sugar  pro¬ 
duced  from  sugarcane  grown  in  Puerto 
Rico  to  be  brought  into  the  continental 
United  States  for  direct-consumption 
therein  by  one  allottee,  or  other  person, 
within  the  allotment  or  portion  thereof 
established  for  another  allottee  upon  re¬ 
linquishment  by  the  latter  allottee  of 
an  equivalent  quantity  of  his  allotment 
and  up)on  receipt  of  evidence  satisfactory 
to  the  Secretary  that  a  merger,  consoli¬ 
dation,  transfer  of  sugar-processing 
facilities,  or  other  action  of  similar  effect 
upon  the  allottees  or  persons  involved 
has  occurred. 

(Sec.  403,  61  Stat.  932;  7  U.S.C.  1153.  Inter¬ 
prets  or  applies  secs.  205,  209;  61  Stat.  926, 
928;  7  U.S.C.  1115, 1119) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  3d  day 
of  March  1960. 

True  D.  Morse, 
Acting  Secretary. 

IF.R.'  Doc.  60-2155;  Piled,  Mar.  8.  1960; 

8:47  a.m.] 


Title  14— AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  III— Federal  Aviation  Agency 

SUBCHAPTER  E — AIR  NAVIGATION 
REGULATIONS 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  59-liA-58] 

[Arndt.  252] 

PART  600— DESIGNATION  OF 
FEDERAL  AIRWAYS 

[Arndt.  292] 

PART  601— DESIGNATION  OF  THE 
CONTINENTAL  CONTROL  AREA, 
CONTROL  AREAS,  CONTROL 
ZONES,  REPORTING  POINTS,  AND 
POSITIVE  CONTROL  ROUTE  SEG¬ 
MENTS 

Modification  of  Federal  Airways  and 
Associated  Control  Areas 

On  December  12,  1959,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule-making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (24  F.R.  10080)  stat¬ 
ing  that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency 
proposed  to  modify  VOR  Federal  air¬ 
ways  No.  4,  89.  and  207  and  the  control 
areas  associated  with  Victor  207. 

No  adverse  comments  were  received 
regarding  the  proposed  amendments. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  the  rules  herein  adopted,  and  due 
consideration  has  been  given  to  all  rele¬ 
vant  matter  presented. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  having  been  published,  therefore, 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
^  me  by  the  Administrator  (24  F.R.  4530) 


and  for  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the  no¬ 
tice.  §  600.6004  (24  F.R.  10504,  10142) ; 
§  600.6089  (24  F.R.  10514.  9986) ;  §  600.- 
6207  (24  F.R.  10522) ;  and  §  601.6207  (24 
F.R.  10603) ;  are  amended  as  follows: 

§  600.6004  [Amendment]  .. 

1.  In  the  text  of  §  600.6004  VOR  Fed¬ 
eral  airway  No.  4  (Seattle,  Wash.,  to 
Herndon,  Va.) ,  delete  “including  a  north 
alternate  via  the  intersection  of  the  Lar¬ 
amie  omnirange  131°  True  and  the 
Denver  omnirange  016°  True  radials;’’ 
and  substitute  therefor  “including  a 
north  alternate  from  the  Laramie  VOR 
to  the  Denver  VOR  via  the  Gill,  Colo., 
VOR;“. 

§  600.6089  [.Amendment] 

2.  In  the  text  of  §  600.6089  VOR  Fed¬ 
eral  airway  No.  89  (Denver,  Colo.,  to 
Rapid  City,  S.  Dak.),  delete  “including 
an  east  alternate  via  the  INT  of  the  Den¬ 
ver  VOR  016°  and  the  Cheyenne  VOR 
131°  radials and  substitute  therefor 
“including  an  east  alternate  from  the 
Denver  VOR  to  the  Cheyenne  VOR  via 
the  Gill,  Colo.,  VOR  and  the  INT  of  the 
Gill  VOR  003°  T  and  the  Cheyenne  VOR 
131°  T  radials;”. 

3.  Section  600.6207  is  amended  to 
read: 

§  600.6207  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  207 
(Denver,  Colo.,  to  Scottsbluff,  Nebr.). 

From  the  Denver,  Colo.*,  VOR  via  the 
Gill.  Colo.,  VOR  to  the  Scottsbluff ,  Nebr., 
VOR. 


4.  Section  601.6207  is  amended  to 
read: 


§  601.6207  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  207 
control  areas  (Denver,  Colo.,  to 
Scottsbluff,  Nebr.). 

All  of  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  207. 

These  amendments  shall  become  ef¬ 
fective  0001  e.s.t.  May  5,  1960. 

(Secs.  307(a),  313(a).  72  Stat.  749.  752;  49 
U.S.C.  1348,  1354) 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
2.  1960. 


D.  D.  Thomas, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Air  Traffic  Management. 

[F.R.  Doc.  60-2139;  Filed,  Mar.  8,  1960; 
8:45  a.m.] 


I  Airspace  Docket  No.  59-WA-213] 
(Arndt.  202] 

PART  600— DESIGNATION  OF 
FEDERAL  AIRWAYS 

(Arndt.  224] 

PART  601— DESIGNATION  OF  THE 
CONTINENTAL  CONTROL  AREA, 
CONTROL  AREAS,  CONTROL 
ZONES,  REPORTING  POINTS,  AND 
POSITIVE  CONTROL  ROUTE  SEG¬ 
MENTS 

Modification  of  Federal  Airways  and 
Reporting  Points 

On  October  29,  1959,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule-making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (24  Fit.  8801)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  was 
proposing  to  modify  the  segment  of  VOR 


Federal  airway  No.  8  from  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.,  to  Martinsburg,  W.  Va.;  to  modify 
the  starting  point  of  VOR  Federal  air¬ 
way  No.  268,  and  to  redescribe  the  asso¬ 
ciated  Domestic  VOR  reporting  points, 
Scottdale,  Pa.,  and  Flint  Stone,  Md.,  in¬ 
tersections. 

No  adverse  comments  were  received 
regarding  the  proposed  amendments. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  the  rules  herein  adopted,  and 
due  consideration  has  been  given  to  all 
relevant  matter  presented. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (24  F.R.  4530) 
and  for  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the  no¬ 
tice,  the  proposed  amendments  are 
hereby  adopted  without  change  and  set 
forth  below: 

1.  In  the  text  of  §  600.6008  VOR  Fed¬ 
eral  airway  No.  8  (Long  Beach,  Calif.,  to 
Washington,  D.C.),  delete  “Pittsburgh, 
Pa.,  omnirange  station;”  and  substitute 
therefor  “Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  VOR;  Indian 
Head.  Pa.,  VOR;”. 

2.  In  the  text  of  §  600.6268  VOR  Fed¬ 
eral  airway  No.  268  (Flint  Stone,  Md.,  to 
Baltimore,  Md.),  delete  “From  the  point 
of  INT  of  the  Front  Royal.  Va,.  VOR  335* 
and  the  Martinsburg,  W.  Va.,  VOR  298* 
radials”  and  substitute  therefor,  “From 
the  point  of  INT  of  the  Grantsville,  Md., 
VOR  082°  T  and  the  Martinsburg, 
W.  Va.,  VOR  297°  T  radials”. 

3.  In  §  601.7001  Domestic  VOR  report¬ 
ing  points: 

(a)  Scottdale  Intersection  is  amended 
to  read:  Scottdale  Intersection:  The 
INT  of  the  Pittsburgh.  Pa.,  VOR  120*  T 
and  the  Uniontown,  Pa.,  VOR  018°  T 
radials. 

(b)  Flint  Stone  Intersection  is  amend¬ 
ed  to  read:  Flint  Stone  Intersection: 
The  INT  of  the  Grantsville,  Md.,  VOR 
082*  T  and  the  Martinsburg,  W.  Va., 
VOR  297*  T  radials. 

These  amendments  shall  become  ef¬ 
fective  0001  e.s.t.  May  5,  1960. 

(Secs.  307(a),  313(a).  72  Stat.  749,  752;  49 
U.S.<;.  1348,  1354) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
2.  1960. 

D.  D.  Thomas, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Air  Traffic  Management. 

[F.R.  Doc.  60-2140;  Filed,  Mar.  8,  1960; 

8:45  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  59-WA-284] 
(Arndt.  238] 

PART  600— DESIGNATION  OF 
FEDERAL  AIRWAYS 

(Arndt.  282] 

PART  601— DESIGNATION  OF  THE 
CONTINENTAL  CONTROL  AREA, 
CONTROL  AREAS,  CONTROL 
ZONES,  REPORTING  POINTS,  AND 
POSITIVE  CONTROL  ROUTE  SEG¬ 
MENTS 

ExUnsien  of  Fodorol  Airway  and 
Associatod  Control  Areas 

On  Decemb^'  12,  1959,  a  notice  of 
proposed  rule  making  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (24  FJl.  10080) 


2010 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


stating  that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency 
proposed  to  extend  VOR  Federal  airway 
No.  50  westerly  from.  St  Joseph.  Mo.,  to 
Pawnee  City,  Nebr. 

No  adverse  commmts  were  received 
regarding  the  proposed  amendments. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
makW  of  the  rules  herein  adopted,  and 
due  consideration  has  been  given  to  all 
relevant  matter  presented. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  having  been  published,  therefore, 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (24  F.R.  4530) 
and  for  reasons  set  forth  in  the  notice, 
i  600.6050  (24  F.R.  10511)  and  8  601.6050 
(24  F.R.  10599)  are  amended  as  follows: 

1.  Secticm  600.6050  VOR  Federal  air- 
way  No.  50  (.St.  Joseph.  Mo.,  to  Dayton, 
Ohio): 

(a)  In  the  caption  delete  **(St.  Joseph, 
Mo.,  to  Dayton.  Ohio)."  and  substitute 
therefor  "(Pawnee  City,  Nebr.,  to  Dayton, 
Ohio)." 

(b)  In  the  text  delete  “From  the  St. 
Joseph,  Mo..  VOR  via  the  Kirksville, 
Mo.,  .VOR;”  and  substitute  therefor 
“From  the  Pawnee  City,  Nebr.,  VOR  via 
the  St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  VOR;  Kirksville,  Mo., 
VOR’” 

2.  In  the  caption  of  8  601.6050  VOR 
Federal  airway  No.  50  control  areas  (St. 
Joseph,  Mo.,  to  Dayton,  Ohio),  delete 
"(St.  Joseph.  Mo.,  to  Dayton,  Ohio) ."  and 
substitute  therefor  "(Pawnee  City,  Nebr., 
to  Dayton,  Ohio)." 

These  amendments  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  0001  ea.t..  May  5. 1960. 

(Secs.  307(a).  313(a).  72  SUt.  749,  752;  49 
U.S.C.  1348, 1354) 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C..  on  March 
2. 1960. 

D.  D.  Thomas, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Air  Traffic  Management. 

(FA'.  Doc.  60-2141;  FUed,  Mar.  8.  1960; 
8:45  a.m.] 


( Airspace  Docket  No.  59-WA-393 ) 
[Arndt.  234] 

PART  600— DESIGNATION  OF 
FEDERAL  AIRWAYS 

[Arndt.  277] 

PART  601— DESIGNATION  OF  THE 
CONTINENTAL  CONTROL  AREA, 
CONTROL  AREAS,  CONTROL 
ZONES,  REPORTING  POINTS,  AND 
POSITIVE  CONTROL  ROUTE  SEG¬ 
MENTS 

Revocation  of  a  Segment  of  Federal 
Airway  and  Associated  Control 
Areas,  Extension  of  Federal  Airway 
‘  and  Associated  Control  Areas,  and 
Modification  of  Control  Area  Ex¬ 
tension 

On  December  10, 1959,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule-making  was  published  in  the 
Fedebal  Register  (24  FJt.  9997)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  the  revocation  of  a  segment  of 
VOR  Federal  airway  l4o.  107  between 


Oakland.  Calif.,  VOR  and  Red  Bluff, 
Calif.,  VOR;  the  extension  of  VOR  Fed¬ 
eral  airway  No.  199  from  Ukiah.  Calif., 
VOR  to  the  Red  Bluff  VOR,  and  the  re¬ 
description  of  the  San  Francisco.  Calif., 
control  area  extension. 

No  adverse  comments  were  received 
regarding  these  amendments. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  the  rules  herein  adopted,  and  due 
consideration  has  been  given  to  all  rele¬ 
vant  matter  presented. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  having  been  published,  therefore, 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (24  F.R.  4530) 
and  for  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the 
notice.  88  6100.6107  (24  F.R.  10515), 

600.6199  (24  PH.  10521).  and  88  601.6107 
(24  F.R.  10601),  601.6199  (24  FR.  10603) 
and  601.1113  (24  F.R.  10525)  are  amended 
as  follows: 

§  600.6107  {Amendment] 

1.  Section  600.6107  VOR  Federal  air¬ 
way  No.  107  (Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  to  Red 
Bluff,  Calif.) : 

(a)  In  the  caption  delete  “(Los  An¬ 
geles,  Calif.,  to  Red  Bluff,  Calif.)"  and 
substitute  therefor  "(Los  Angeles,  Calif., 
to  Oakland.  Calif) 

(b)  In  the  text  delete  “Oakland, 
Calif.,  omnirange  station;  intersection 
of  the  Oakland  omnirange  330*  True 
and  the  Ukiah  omnirange  147*  True  ra- 
dials;  Ukiah,  Calif.,  omnirange  station; 
to  the  Red  Bluff,  Calif.,  omnirange  sta¬ 
tion.”  and  substitute  therefor  “to  the 
Oakland,  Calif.,  VORTAC.” 

2.  Section  600.6199  is  amended  to 
read: 

§  600.6199  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  199 
(San  Francisco,  Calif.,  to  Red  Bluff, 
Calif.). 

From  the  San  Francisco.  Calif.,  VOR 
via  the  INT  of  the  San  Francisco  VOR 
304*  T  and  the  Ukiah  VOR  172*  T  ra- 
dials;  the  Ukiah.  Calif.,  VOR;  to  the  Red 
Bluff,  Calif.,  VORTAC.  The  portion  of 
this  airway  which  lies  within  the  geo¬ 
graphic  limits  of,  and  between  the  des¬ 
ignated  altitudes  of,  the  Tomales  Point 
Restricted  Area  (R-519)  is  excluded  dur¬ 
ing  the  time  of  designation  of  this  re¬ 
stricted  area. 

3.  Section  601.6107  is  amended  to 
read; 

§  601.6107  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  107 
control  areas  (Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  to 
Oakland,  Calif.). 

All  of  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  107. 

4.  Section  601.6199  is  amended  to 
read: 

§  601.6199  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  199 
control  areas  (San  Francisco,  Calif., 
to  Red  Bluff,  Calif.). 

All  of  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  199. 

5.  Section  601.1113  is  amended  to 
read: 


at  latitude  38*15'00"  N.,  longitude  122* 
37'00"  W.;  to  latitude  37*43'34"  N., 
longitude  122*13'21"  W.;  to  latitude 
37*27'20"  N.,  longitude  121»50'39"  W.; 
to  laUtude  37*00'55''  N.,  longitude  122* 
17'15"  W.;  thence  N  along  the  3  nautical 
mile  line  off-shore  to  latitude  37*12'20“ 
N.,  longitude  122*28'00"  W.;  to  latitude 
37*14'00"  N.,  longitude  122»24'55"  W.; 
to  latitude  38*08'30"  N.,  longitude  122* 
54'00"  W.;  thence  to  the  point  of 
beginning. 


These  amendments  shall  become  ef¬ 
fective  0001  e.s.t.  May  5.  1960. 


(Secs.  307(a).  313(a).  72  Stat.  749,  752;  49 
UA.C.  1348,  1354) 


2. 


Issued  in  Washingtcm,  D.C.,  on  March 
1960. 

D.  D.  Thomas, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Air  Traffic  Management. 


[F.R.  Doc.  60-2142;  FUed,  Mar.  8,  1960; 
8:45  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  59-WA-217] 
[Arndt.  194] 

PART  600— DESIGNATION  OF 
FEDERAL  AIRWAYS 

[Arndt.  214] 

PART  601— DESIGNATION  OF  THE 
CONTINENTAL  CONTROL  AREA, 
CONTROL  AREAS,  CONTROL 
ZONES,  REPORTING  POINTS,  AND 
POSITIVE  CONTROL  ROUTE  SEG¬ 
MENTS 

Designation  of  Federal  Airway  and 
Associated  Control  Areas 

On  October  7.  1959,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule-making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (24  FJl.  8119)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  designate  VOR  Federal  airway 
No.  474,  and  its  associated  control  areas, 
from  Bellaire,  Ohio,  to  Lancaster.  Pa. 

No  adverse  comments  were  received 
regarding  the  proposed  amendment. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  the  rules  herein  adopted,  and 
due  consideration  has  been  given  to  all 
relevant  matter  presented. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (24  F.R.  4530) 
and  for  the  reasons  stated  in  the  notice, 
the  proposed  amendments  are  hereby 
adopted  without  change  and  set  forth 
below: 

§  600.6474  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  474 
(Bellaire,  Ohio,  to  Lancaster,  Pa.). 

From  the  Bellaire,  Ohio,  VOR  via  the 
Indian  Head.  Pa,,  VOR;  St.  Thomas,  Pa., 
VOR;  to  the  Lancaster,  Pa.,  VOR 

§  601.6474  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  474 
control  areas  (Bellaire,  Ohio,  to  Lan¬ 
caster,  Pa.). 

All  of  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  474. 


§  601.1113  Control  area  extension  (San 
Francisco,  Calif.). 

All  of  the  airspace  in  the  San  Fran¬ 
cisco  area  bounded  by  a  line  beginning 


These  amendments  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  0001  e.s.t.  May  5.  1960. 

(Secs.  307(a).  313(a),  72  Stat.  749,  752;  49 
U.S.C.  1348,  1354) 


'Wednesday,  March  9,  1960 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


2011 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
2,  1960. 

D.  D.  Thomas, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Air  Traffic  Management. 

(F.R.  Doc.  60-2143:  Filed,  Mar.  8,  1960; 
8:45  a.m.] 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  60-WA-ll ] 

[Arndt.  231] 

PART  600->DESIGNATION  OF 
FEDERAL  AIRWAYS 

[Arndt.  274] 

PART  601— DESIGNATION  OF  THE 
CONTINENTAL  CONTROL  AREA, 
CONTROL  AREAS,  CONTROL 
ZONES,  REPORTING  POINTS,  AND 
POSITIVE  CONTROL  ROUTE  SEG¬ 
MENTS 

Modification  of  Federal  Airways,  Con¬ 
trol  Area  Extensions  and  Desig¬ 
nated  Reporting  Points 

The  purpose  of  these  amendments  to 
S!  600.6003,  600.6051,  600.6295,  601.1036, 
601.1427  and  601.7001  of  the  regulations 
of  the  Administrator  is  to  change  the 
name  of  the  Biscayne,  Fla.,  VOR  to  the 
Bisca3me  Bay,  Fla.,  VOR.  The  change 
has  already  been  effected  on  charts. 

Since  this  action  imposes  no  addi¬ 
tional  burden  on  the  public,  compliance 
with  the  notice,  public  procedure,  and 
effective  date  requirements  of  section  4 
of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  is 
unnecessary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (24  F.R.  4530) 

§  600.6003  (24  F.R.  10503) ;  §  600.6051  (24 
P.R.  10511, 10876,  25  F.R.  629) ;  §  600.6295 
(24  F.R.  10525) ;  §  601.1036  (24  F.R. 
10548) ;  §  601.1427  (24  F.R.  10569) ;  and 
S  601.7001  (24  F.R.  10606)  are  amended 
as  follows: 

1.  In  the  text  of  §  600.6003  VOR  Fed¬ 
eral  airway  No.  3  (Key  West,  Fla.,  to 
Presque  Isle,  Maine),  delete  “Biscayne” 
and  substitute  therefor  “Biscayne  Bay” 
wherever  it  appears. 

2.  In  the  text  of  §  600.6051  VOR  Fed¬ 
eral  airtaay  No.  51  (Key  West.  Fla.,  to 
Chicago.  III.) ,  delete  “Biscayne”  and  sub¬ 
stitute  therefor  “Biscayne  Bay”  wherever 
it  appears. 

3.  In  the  text  of  §  600.6295  VOR  Fed¬ 
eral  airway  No.  295  (Miami.  Fla.,  to 
Cross  City,  Fla.),  delete  “Biscayne”  and 
substitute  therefor  “Biscayne  Bay”  wher¬ 
ever  it  appears. 

4.  In  the  text  of  §  601.1036  Control 
area  extension  (West  Palm  Beach.  Fla.) , 
delete  “Biscayne”  and  substitute  therefor 
"Biscayne  Bay”  wherever  it  appears. 

5.  In  the  text  of  §  601.1427  Control 
area  extension  (Miami.  Fla.),  delete 
“Biscayne”  and  substitute  therefor 
“Biscayne  Bay”  wherever  it  appears. 

6.  In  the  text  of  §  601.7001  Domestic 
VOR  reporting  points,  delete  “Biscayne, 
Pla.,  omnirange  station.”  and  substitute 
therefor  “Biscayne  Bay,  Fla.,  VOR.” 

These  amendments  shall  become  ef¬ 
fective  upon  the  date  of  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

No.  47 - 2 


(Secs.  307(a),  313(a),  72  Stat.  749,  752;  49 
UJ3.C.  1348,  1354) 


2. 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
1960. 

D.  D.  Thomas, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Air  Traffic  Management. 


[F.R.  Doc.  60-2144;  Filed,  Mar.  8,  1960; 
8:45  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  59-FW-42] 

[Arndt.  237] 

PART  600— DESIGNATION  OF 
FEDERAL  AIRWAYS 

[Arndt.  281] 

PART  601— DESIGNATION  OF  THE 
CONTINENTAL  CONTROL  AREA, 
CONTROL  AREAS,  CONTROL 
ZONES,  REPORTING  POINTS,  AND 
POSITIVE  CONTROL  ROUTE  SEG¬ 
MENTS 

Revocation  of  Segment  of  Federal  Air¬ 
way,  Associated  Control  Area,  and 
Designated  Reporting  Point 

On  December  12,  1959,  a  notice  of 
proposed  rule-making  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (24  F.R.  10078) 
stating  that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency 
proposed  to  revoke  the  segment  of  Green 
Federal  airway  No.  4  and  its  associated 
control  areas  between  Amarillo,  Tex., 
and  Wichita,  Kans.,  and  also  the  Gage, 
Okla.,  radio  range  station  as  a  reporting 
point. 

No  comments  were  received  regarding 
the  proposed  amendments. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  the  rules  herein  adopted,  and 
due  consideration  has  been  given  to  all 
relevant  matter  presented. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  having  been  published,  therefore, 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (24  F.R.  4530) 
and  for  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the  no¬ 
tice,  §§  600.14  (24  F.R.  10493),  601.14  (24 
F.R.  10543),  601.4014  (24  F.R.  10592)  are 
amended  as  follows : 

1.  Section  600.14  Green  Federal  air¬ 
way  No.  4  (Los  Angeles,  Calif  to  Phil¬ 
adelphia.  Pa.) : 

(a)  In  the  caption,  delete  “(Los  An¬ 
geles.  Calif.,  to  Philadelphia.  Pa.)."  and 
substitute  therefor  “(Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  to  Amarillo,  Tex.,  and  Wichita, 
Kans.,  to  Philadelphia,  Pa. ) .” 

(b)  In  the  text,  delete  “Amarillo,  Tex., 
radio  range  station;  the  intersection  of 
the  east  course  of  the  Amarillo,  Tex.,  ra¬ 
dio  range  and  the  southwest  course  of 
the  Gage,  Okla.,  radio  range;  Gage, 
Okla.,  radio  range  station;  Wichita, 
Kans.,  radio  range  station;  Kansas  City, 
Mo.,  radio  range  station;”  and  substitute 
therefor  “to  the  Amarillo,  Tex,  RR. 
Prom  the  Wichita,  Kans.,  RR  via  Kansas 
City.  Mo.,  RR;”. 

2.  In  the  caption,  §  601.14  Green  Fed¬ 
eral  airway  No.  4  control  areas  (Los  An¬ 
geles,  Calif.,  to  Philadelphia,  Pa.)."  de¬ 
lete  “(Los  Angeles,  Qalif.,  to  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.)."  and  substitute  therefor 
“(Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  to  Amarillo,  Tex., 


and  Wichita.  Kans.,  to  Philadelphia, 
Pa.)." 

3.  Section  601.4014  Green  Federal  air¬ 
way  No.  4  (Los  Angeles.  Calif.,  to  Phil¬ 
adelphia,  Pa.)  : 

(a)  In  the  caption,  delete  “(Los  An¬ 
geles.  Calif.,  to  Philadelphia,  Pa.)."  and 
substitute  therefor  “(Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  to  Amarillo,  Tex.,  and  Wichita, 
Kans.,  to  Philadelphia.) ." 

(b)  In  the  text,  delete  “Gage,  Okla., 
radio  range  station;”. 

These  amendments  shall  become  ef¬ 
fective  0001  e.s.t.  May  5,  1960. 

(Secs.  307(a).  313(a).  72  Stat.  749,  752;  49 
U.S.C.  1348,  1354) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
2, 1960. 

D.  D.  Thomas, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Air  Traffic  Management. 

(F.R.  Doc.  60-2145;  Filed,  Mar.  8.  1960; 
8:46  a.m.] 


Title  20— EMPLOYEES’ BENEFITS 

Chapter  III — Bureau  of  Old-Age  and 
Survivors'  Insurance,  Social, Security 
Administration,  Department  of 

Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 

[Reg.  1,  Further  Amended) 

PART  401— DISCLOSURE  OF  OF¬ 
FICIAL  RECORDS  AND  INFORMA¬ 
TION 

Disclosure  of  Information  for  Purposes 
Relating  to  Aid  to  Dependent  Chil¬ 
dren 

1.  Section  401.3(g)(1)  of  Social  Se¬ 
curity  Administration  Regulation  No.  1 
is  amended  to  read: 

§  401.3  Information  which  may  be  dis¬ 
closed  and  to  whom. 

«  *  *  •  • 
(g)(1)  To  any  officer  or  employee  of 
an  agency  of  a  State  Government  law¬ 
fully  charged  with  the  administration 
of  a  program  receiving  grants-in-aid 
under  titles  I,  V,  X,  or  XTV  of  the  Social 
Security  Act,  information  regarding  ben¬ 
efits  paid  or  entitlement  to  benefits  un¬ 
der  title  II  of  the  Social  S^urity  Act 
and.  if  it  has  been  determined,  the  date 
of  birth  of  a  recipient  or  applicant,  and 
also  whether  a  period  of  disability  has 
been  established  for  such  recipient  or 
applicant,  the  beginning  and  ending  date 
of  such  period,  and  the  date  determined 
to  be  the  date  of  onset  of  such  disability, 
where  such  information  is  necessary  to 
enable  the  agency  to  determine  the 
eligibility  of  or  the  amount  of  benefits 
or  services  due  such  recipient  or  appli¬ 
cant.  Medical  information  relating  to 
an  individual  may  be  furnished  for  such 
a  purpose  to  such  an  oflScer  or  employee 
only  upon  consent  of  such  Individual 
and  of  the  source  of  such  information  or, 
if  such  source  is  not  available,  of  a  phy¬ 
sician  in  the  employ  of  the  Department. 

2.  Section  401.3(g)  is  further  amended 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  a  new  sub¬ 
paragraph  (3)  to  read  as  follows: 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


(3)  To  soiy  officer  or  employee  of  an 
agency  of  a  State  government  lawfully 
charged  with  the  administration  of  a 
program  receiving  grants-in-aid  under 
title  IV  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  the 
information  specified  in  subparagraph 
(1)  of  this  paragraph  and  in  addition,  in 
accordance  with  requirements  and  pro¬ 
cedures  issued  from  time  to  time  by  the 
Bureau  of  Public  Assistance  of  the  So¬ 
cial  Security  Administration,  informa¬ 
tion  concerning  the  whereabouts  of  a 
deserting  parent  of  a  child  eligible  for 
Aid  to  Dependent  Children  under  a  pro¬ 
gram  receiving  grants-in-aid  under  title 
rv  of  the  Social  Security  Act. 

3.  The  foregoing  amendments  shall 
become  effective  upon  date  of  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  205(a),  53  Stat.  1368  as  amended,  sec. 
1102,  49  Stat.  647  as  amended,  sec.  1106, 
64  Stat.  550;  42  UA.C.  405(a),  1302,  1306; 
sec.  5  of  Reorg.  Plan  No.  1  of  1953,  67  Stat. 
18.  Applies  sec.  1106,  64  Stat.  559;  42  US.C. 
1306) 

[SEALl  W.  L.  Mitchell, 

Commissioner  of  Social  Security. 

Approved:  March  2,  1960. 

Bertha  S.  Adkihs, 

Acting  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare. 

IP.R.  Doc.  60-2152;  Filed.  Mar.  8,  1960; 

8:46  am.] 


Title  47— laECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter  I — Federal  Communications 
Commission 

(Docket  No.  13304;  FCC  60-195] 

PART  3-IRADIO  broadcast 
SERVICES 

Table  of  Assignments,  Television 

Broadcast  Stations;  Marinette- 

Green  Bay,  Wis. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  its  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making,  released  in  this  proceeding  on 
December  11.  1959  (FCC  59-1251),  in¬ 
viting  comments  on  the  pr(q;>osal  of  M 
&  M  Broadcasting  Company,  licensee  of 
Station  WLUK-TV  (formerly  Station 
WMBV-TV)  on  Channel  11  at  Marinette, 
Wisconsin,  to  shift  Channel  11  frcMn 
Marinette  to  Green  Bay.  Wisconsin. 

2.  Petitioner,  M  &  M  Broadcasting 
CkHnpany,  and  American  Broadcasting 
Company  filed  comments  in  support  of 
the  proposal.^  M  &  M  also  requests  that 
its  outstanding  license  for  Station 
WLUK-TV  be  modified  to  specify  opera¬ 
tion  on  Channel  11  at  Green  Bay  instead 
of  Marinette  at  the  time  the  reallocation 
proposal  is  adopted.  The  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency  filed  a  statement  in  opposi¬ 
tion  to  the  iNToposed  amendment.  M  & 
M  filed  reply  comments. 

3.  Channel  11  at  Marinette  could  be 
reassigned  to  Green  Bay  and  meet  all 
allocation  spacing  requirements  of  the 

1  Atttached  to  M  &  M's  comments  are  cc^- 
les  of  letters  previously  received  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  from  the  City  CouncU  of  Marinette 
and  Senator  Alexander  Wiley  of  Wisconsin 
which  support  the  shift  of  Channel  11  from 
Marinette  to  Green  Bay. 


rules.  Station  WLUK-TV,  which  now 
operates  on  (Hiannel  11  at  Marinette, 
could  also  qualify  for  operation  on  Chan¬ 
nel  11  at  Green  Bay  without  any  change 
in  transmitter  site  or  its  presently  au¬ 
thorized  facilities  since  from  its  present 
antenna  site  near  FlintviUe,  Wisconsin, 
approximately  38  miles  southwest  of 
Marinette  and  14  miles  northeast  of 
Green  Bay,  it  now  provides  a  principal 
city  signal  over  all  of  Green  Bay,  as  well 
as  Marinette.  Station  WLUK-TV  form¬ 
erly  operated  from  a  transmitter  site 
about  14  miles  southwest  of  Marinette. 
Since  September  16.  1959,  it  has  been 
operating  from  the  Plintville  site,  with 
maximum  power  (316  kw.)  and  antenna 
height  above  average  terrain  of  980  feet 
(1722'  MSL,  962'  AG)  .*  Station  WLUK- 
TV’s  present  site  was  approved  by  the 
Airspace  Panel  of  the  Air  Coordinating 
Committee,  and  the  antenna  height 
presently  authorized  for  Station  WLUK- 
TV  is  less  than  that  approved  by  the 
Airspace  Panel  for  the  station  at  this 
location.* 

4.  While  M  &  M  seeks  no  change  in 
its  presently  authorized  technical  facil¬ 
ities  in  connection  with  the  subject  rule 
making  proceeding  except  a  paper 
change  in  its  outstanding  authorization 
designating  Green  Bay  instead  of  Mari¬ 
nette  as  the  location  of  the  station,  it  has 
on  file  a  pending  application  to  increase 
its  tower  and  antenna  height  above 
average  terrain  at  its  present  trans¬ 
mitter  site  by  330  feet  (BMPCrr-5325), 
and  to  make  other  changes  in  its  techni¬ 
cal  facilities.  This  proposal  to  increase 
tower  height  was  objected  to  by  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  and  the  De¬ 
partments  of  the  Navy  and  Army  and 
was  disapproved  by  the  Airspace  Panel 
of  the  Air  Coordinating  Committee  in 
Washington.  D.C.,  on  April  28,  1959 
(Case  11702,  594th  meeting).  There¬ 
after,  the  Commission  decided  a  hearing 
was  necessary  to  enable  it  to  determine 
whether  a  grant  of  M  &  M’s  application 
would  serve  the  public  interest,  and  on 
September  10.  1959,  M  &  M’s  application 
to  increase  tower  height  was  designated 
for  hearing  in  Docket  No.  13186  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  the  proposed  ant^ina 
structure  would  constitute  a  hazard  to 
air  navigation  and  whether,  in  light  of 
the  evidence  adduced  on  that  issue,  a 
grant  of  the  application  would  serve  the 
public  interest.  The  hearing  in  Docket 
No.  13186  is  now  scheduled  to  commence 
on  March  22.  1960.  M  &  M,  the  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  and  the  Departments 
of  the  Navy  and  Army  are  parties  to  the 
proceeding. 

5.  In  its  comments  filed  in  the  subject 
proceeding,  FAA  states  that  it  has  no 
objection  to  the  reallocation  of  Channel 
11  from  Marinette  to  Green  Bay  as  such. 
It  proposes,  however,  that,  if  the  channel 
shift  is  made.  Station  WLUK-TV  be  re¬ 
quired  to  move  its  antenna  to  the  Green 
Bay  “antenna  farm’’  area  approximately 
7V^  miles  to  the  southeast  of  Green  Bay 

*  Pursuant  to  BPCT-2524  (Docket  No. 
12598),  granted  February  25,  1059,  as  modi¬ 
fied  by  BMPCT-5306,  granted  May  8,  1959. 

*The  antenna  height  approved  was  989' 
AO  at  1749'  MSL.  Letter  dated  JvUy  16,  1958, 
from  Airspace  Panel  of  the  Air  Coordinating 
Ck>mmlttee  re  action  taken  at  meeting  held 
July  15,  1958  (559th  meeting). 


where  both  Gre^  Bay  stations  are  lo¬ 
cated  and  that  antenna  heights  in  the 
“antenna  farm*’  area  be  limited  to  that 
approved  for  the  other  Green  Bay  sta¬ 
tions — a  maximum  of  1,916  feet  M^ 

In  the  alternative,  FAA  urges  that  Sta¬ 
tion  WLUK-TV  be  limited  at  its  present 
location  to  a  maximum  antenna  height 
of  989  feet  above  ground  (1,749  feet 
MSL).  FAA  indicates  in  its  c<xnments 
that  airspace  approval  of  Station 
WLUK-’TV’s  present  site  and  antenna 
height  required  a  compromise  in  air 
safety  in  order  to  enable  the  station  to 
provide  the  required  principal  city  sig¬ 
nal  to  Marinette  but  that,  if  Channel  11 
is  assigned  to  Green  Bay,  there  is  no 
reason  why  the  station  should  not  locate 
its  transmitter  in  the  “antenna  farm’’  ' 
area  where  the  other  Green  Bay  stations 
have  their  transmitters  and  where  the 
penalty  to  air  safety  at  the  Flintville  site 
would  be  eliminated.  M  &  M  objects  to 
the  consideration  or  finalization  of  the 
alternate  conditions  proposed  by  FAA  on 
the  use  of  Channel  11  at  Green  Bay  in 
the  subject  rule  making  proceeding. 

6.  In  light  of  the  scheduled  adjudi¬ 
catory  proceeding  in  Docket  No.  13186  ' 
on  the  particular  effect  on  air  safety 
of  M  &  M’s  pending  application  to  in¬ 
crease  Station  WLUK-TV’s  antenna 
height,  we  believe  it  unnecessary  and  un¬ 
desirable  to  consider  in  this  rule  making 
proceeding  the  merits  of  FAA’s  alterna¬ 
tive  proposals  to  condition  M  &  M’s  use 
of  Channel  11  if  allocated  to  Green  Bay 
because  of  air  safety  consideraticms,  ^ 
The  evidence  adduced  in  that  proceeding 
will  enable  us  to  determine  whether  air 
safety  considerations  warrant  the  in¬ 
crease  in  tower  height  proposed  for  Sta¬ 
tion  WLUK-TV  at  its  present  site,  and 
the  decision  we  reach  from  the  record 
on  that  question  wiU  necessarily  have  a 
bearing  on  the  need  for  consideration  in 
further  adjudicatory  proceedings  of  any 
requirement  that  Station  WLUK-TV  re¬ 
locate  its  antenna  in  the  recommended 
Green  Bay  “antenna  farm’’  area.  Under 
these  circumstances,  and  considering 
that  the  proposed  shift  of  Channel  11 
from  Marinette  to  Green  Bay  raises  no 
new  question  of  aviation  safety  if  Sta¬ 
tion  WLUK-TV  remains  at  its  present 
site  and  its  authorized  antenna  height  is 
not  changed,  we  believe  we  should  con¬ 
fine  our  consideration  to  this  proposal 
in  the  subject  rule  making  proceeding. 

7.  The  Green  Bay-Marinette  area  is 
presently  dependent  for  television  service 
upon  three  VHF  stations.  Two  of  these 
stations.  Station  WBAY-TV  on  Channel 
2  and  Station  WFRV  on  Channel  5,  op-' 
erate  on  VHF  channels  assigned  to  Green 
Bay,  the  largest  city  in  this  area.  Green 
Bay  had  a  1950  p<H>ulation  of  52,735  and 
a  metropolitan  area  population  of  98,314.' 
The  third  station  is  petiti<mer’s  Station 
WLUK-TV  which  operates  on  CSiannel 
11,  assigned  to  Marinette.  Marinette  is 
a  small  community — ^its  1950  population 
was  but  14,178 — ^located  about  45  miles 
to  the  north  of  Green  Bay.  All  three 
stations  provide  Green  Bay  with  city 
grade  coverage,  but  only  Station  WLUK- 
TV  provides  Marinette  with  city  grade 
coverage.  Marinette  does,  however,  lie 
well  within  the  Grade  B  contours  of  both 
Green  Bay  stations.  There  are  no  other 
VHF  assignments  available  in  this  area, 
and  with  all  of  the  available  UHF  chan- 
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nels  assigned  in  the  area  still  unused  and 
no  applications  pending  therefor,  it  ap* 
pears  that  this  area  must  continue  to 
rely  solely  upon  its  three  existing  stations 
for  television  service  for  some  time  to 
come. 

8.  While  Station  WLUK-TV  has  served 
as  the  local  outlet  for  Marinette  since 
1954,  petitioner  stresses  that,  in  order 
to  survive,  its  station  has  had  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  regional  station  serving  and 
looking  to  its  entire  coverage  area  for 
support,  and  particularly  to  the  greater 
populations  of  the  Fox  River  Valley, 
which  include  Green  Bay.  In  doing  so. 
Station  WLUK-TV  has  had  to  compete 
with  the  two  Green  Bay  stations,  which 
serve  approximately  95  percent  of  the 
populations  within  its  present  Grade  B 
service  area.  M  &  M  claims  that  Station 
WLUK-TV,  as  a  Marinette  station,  has 
always  been  seriously  handicapped  in 
competing  for  audience,  programming 
and  advertising  revenues  (local,  regional 
and  national)  with  its  Green  Bay  com¬ 
petitors  because  of  their  identification 
and  operation  on  channels  assigned  to 
the  major  and  most  important  city  in 
the  common  market  area  of  all  three  sta¬ 
tions.  It  states  that  although  Station 
WLXnC-TV  has  strived  to  overcmne  this 
handicap  over  the  years  by  improved  fa¬ 
cilities.  programming  and  coverage,  and 
is  continuing  to  do  so,  all  its  efforts  only 
palliate  and  cannot  solve  its  problem  of 
achieving  a  reasonably  supportable  com¬ 
petitive  status  as  against  its  Green  Bay 
oxnpetitors  as  long  as  it  remains  a 
Marinette  station. 

9.  In  a  statement  attached  to  peti¬ 
tioner’s  comments.  Station  WBUK-TWa 
general  manager,  who  has  held  that  po¬ 
sition  with  the  station  since  1954,  at¬ 
tests  that  great  numbers  of  the  station’s 
sales  efforts  have  been  unsuccessful  solely 
because  the  station  was  allocated  and 
identified  with  the  small  city  of  Mari¬ 
nette  and  that  national,  regional,  and 
most  local  advertisers  in  many,  if  not 
most,  cases  give  strong  preference  to  the 
Green  Bay  stations  solely  because  they 
are  allocated  at  and  identified  with  the 
major  city  in  the  market.  Both  M  &  M 
and  its  station  manager  concede  that 
Station  WLUK-’TV  does  not  suffer  this 
competitive  disadvantage  with  respect  to 
Marinette-only  advertisers  but  point  out 
that,  despite  the  station’s  best  efforts,  in 
a  recent  and  typical  month,  revenues 
from  local  sales  to  Marinette-only  ac- 
coimts  totaled  only  6  percent  of  the 
station’s  total  revenues  from  all  na¬ 
tional,  regional  and  local  sales.  M  &  M 
also  asserts  that  it  lost  its  affiliation 
with  the  NBC  network  in  1959  to  one  of 
its  Green  Bay  competitors  (Station 
WPRV-’TV)  due  to  WLUK-TV’s  not  be¬ 
ing  allocated  to  and  primarily  identified 
with  Green  Bay;  that  it  must  bear  sub¬ 
stantial  operating  burdens  in  both  cities 
that  are  not  borne  by  its  Green  Bay 
competitors,  and  that  making  Station 
WLUK-’TV  a  Green  Bay  station  by  re¬ 
allocation  of  Channel  11  is  indispensable 
to  its  achievement  of  a  reasonably  effec¬ 
tive  comp>etitlve  status  in  the  Green  Bay- 
Marinette  market  that  will  support  its 
continued  full  operations  in  the  public 
Interest. 

10.  M  &  M  states  that  Station  WLUK- 
TV  has  been  a  losing  proposition  finan¬ 


cially  since  it  first  went  on  the  air;  that 
its  overall  operating  losses  from  1954 
have  now  risen  to  a  total  of  more  than 
$200,000,  and  that,  even  though  it  is  now 
operating  from  its  new  Flintville  site 
with  improved  facilities  and  greater  cov¬ 
erage,  its  losses  are  on  the  Increase. 
During  the  period  of  September  through 
December,  1959,  it  points  out  that  its 
operating  loss  totalled  over  $20,000, 
which  was  larger  than  for  similar  pe¬ 
riods.  Unless  its  station  is  able  to 
improve  its  position  in  the  Green  Bay- 
Marinette  market  by  the  proposed  chan¬ 
nel  shift,  M  &  M  urges  that  it  will 
continue  to  languish  in  its  handicapped 
position  as  the  “poor  third”  outlet  in 
this  market,  largely  irrespective  of  man¬ 
agement,  programming  and  sales  efforts, 
and  that  the  continuation  of  full,  or  any, 
WLUK-TV  operations  will  be  jeopard¬ 
ized. 

11.  ’The  Marinette  City  Council  is  also 
of  the  view  that  Station  WLUK-TV  is 
now  seriously  handicapped,  as  a  Mari¬ 
nette  station,  in  competing  for  program¬ 
ming  or  a  common  listing  with  its  Green 
Bay  competitors  and  that  the  realloca¬ 
tion  of  Channel  11  to  Green  Bay  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  permit  Station  WLUK-’TV  and 
the  network  with  which  it  is  affiliated 
to  compete  effectively  in  the  Green  Bay- 
Marinette  market. 

12.  ABC  states  that  Station  WLUK-TV 
is  now  its  outlet  for  the  entire  Green 
Bay-Marinette  area,  and,  to  fulfill  this 
function  properly,  the  station  must  be 
competitive  with  the  Green  Bay  stations. 
It  urges  that  despite  the  fact  that  Sta¬ 
tion  WLUK-TV  has  achieved  substantial 
competitive  equality  with  the  Green  Bay 
stations  in  terms  of  coverage  and  qual¬ 
ity  of  signal  in  the  major  population 
center  of  the  market  with  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  its  new  transmitting  facilities, 
the  station  continues  to  be  at  a  competi¬ 
tive  disadvantage  because  of  its  contin¬ 
ued  assignment  to  and  identification 
with  Marinette  instead  of  Green  Bay, 
the  principal  city  in  its  service  area;  and 
that  this  disadvantage  attaches  to  ABC 
as  well,  and  handicaps  it  in  competing 
with  the  other  national  networks,  who 
are  affiliated  with  the  Green  Bay  sta¬ 
tions.  ABC  asserts  that  the  experience 
of  the  networks  and  national  spot  repre¬ 
sentatives  demonstrates  that  iu  this  and 
similar  situations,  irrespective  of  the 
technical  coverage  provided,  the  identi¬ 
fication  of  a  station  with  a  minor  com¬ 
munity  of  a  national  television  market 
adversely  affects  the  sale  of  time  to 
network  and  national  spot  advertisers, 
and  that  in  the  case  of  Station  WLUK- 
TV.  it  also  handicaps  it  in  seeking  local 
advertising  revenues  in  Green  Bay. 

13.  We  are  convinced  from  our  con¬ 
sideration  of  this  reallocation  proposal 
and  the  showing  made  by  its  advocates 
that  the  public  interest  would  be  served 
by  its  adoption.  With  no  foreseeable 
prospect  of  additional  television  services 
in  the  Green  Bay-Marinette  area,  it  is 
exceedingly  important  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest  that  the  existing  services  be  as 
effective  and  as  comparable  competi¬ 
tively  as  possible.  It  is  our  opinion  that 
this  objective  can  be  most  fuJly  realized 
if  the  three  existing  outlets  in  this  area 
are  all  primarily  identified  with  Green 
Bay,  the  largest  and  principal  city  in  the 


service  areas  of  all  three  stations.  The 
reallocation  of  Channel  11  at  Marinette 
to  Green  Bay  will  make  this  possible. 
While  such  action  requires  the  deletion 
of  the  only  VHP  assignment  and  local 
ontlet  in  the  small  community  of  Mari¬ 
nette,  we  believe  it  warranted  in  order 
to  insure  the  preservation  of  Channel  11 
service  to  Marinette  and  throughout  the 
Green  Bay  area  and  to  promote  more 
effective  competition  among  the  stations 
and  networks  serving  the  area. 

14.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  proposed  herein  is  contained 
in  sections  4(1).  301.  303  (c),  (d),  (f), 
and  (r),  and  307(b)  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 

15.  In  view  of  the  foregoing;  It  is  or¬ 
dered,  That,  effective  April  8,  1960,  the 
Table  of  Assignments,  contained  in 
8  3.606  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations  is  amended,  insofar  as  the 
communities  named  are  concerned,  to 
read  as  follows: 

city:  Channel  So. 

Marinette,  Wls _  33—.  *88+. 

Green  Bay,  Wie _ _  2+,6+,ll+.70+. 

16.  We  also  conclude  that  the  public 
interest  would  be  served  by  insuring  con¬ 
tinuance  of  Channel  11  service  to  the 
Marinette-Green  Bay  area  without  in¬ 
terruption.  We  are,  therefore,  modify¬ 
ing  M  &  M  Broadcasting  Company’s 
authorization  for  Station  WLUK-’TV  to 
specify  operation  on  Channel  11+  at 
Green  Bay  instead  of  Marinette.  The 
transmitter  site  now  used  by  Station 
WLUK-TV  conforms  to  all  technical  re¬ 
quirements  for  (^ration  on  Channel 
11+  at  Green  Bay  and  making  this  fre¬ 
quency  available  to  M  &  M  at  Green  Bay 
will  require  no  interruption  in  its  present 
service  to  Marinette  and  the  Green  Bay 
area. 

17.  Accordingly:  It  is  further  ordered. 
That  effective  April  8,  1960,  pursuant  to 
section  316(a)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the  outstanding 
authorization  held  by  M  &  M  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Company  for  Station  WBUK-TV  is 
modified  to  specify  operation  on  Channel 
11  at  Green  Bay  instead  of  Marinette. 
Wisconsin,  subject  to  the  following 
conditicms: 

(a)  M  &  M  Broadcasting  Company 
should  advise  the  Commission  in  writ¬ 
ing  by  April  8,  1960,  whether  it  accepts 
the  modification  of  its  authorization  for 
operation  of  Station  WLUK-’TV  at  Green 
Bay;  and 

(b)  M  &  M  Broadcasting  Company 
should  submit  to  the  Commission  by 
April  8.  1960,  all  necessary  information 
for  the  preparation  of  a  modified  au¬ 
thorization  specifirlng  Green  Bay,  Wis¬ 
consin,  as  Station  WLUK-’IV’s  location. 

(Sec.  4,  48  Stat.  1006,  as  amended;  47  U.S.C. 
154.  InteriM'et  or  apply  secs.  SOI,  303,  307, 
48  Stat.  1081,  1082,  1083:  47  UB.C.  301,  303, 
307) 

-  Adopted:  March  2,  1960. 

Released:  March  4, 1960. 

■  FEORAL  COMMUWICATIONS 

Commission, 

[siALl  Mart  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

(P.R.  Doc.  60-2178;  Piled.  Mar.  8,  1960; 

8:49  ajn.l 


Proposed  Rule  Making 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Minos 
I  30  CFR  Part  33  1 

[Bureau  of  Mines  Schedule  25B] 

DUST  COLLECTORS  FOR  USE  IN  CON¬ 
NECTION  WITH  ROCK  DRILLING 

IN  COAL  MINES 

Procoduros  for  Testing  for 
Permissibility 

There  was  published  in  the  Fkderal 
Rkgistsr  of  September  3,  1959  (24  F.R. 
7135).  a  notice  and  text  of  a  proposed 
revi8i(Hi  of  the  regulations,  governing 
the  testing,  approval,  and  certification 
of  dust  collectors  for  use  in  connection 
with  rock  drUling  in  coal  mines.  Inter¬ 
ested  persons  were  allowed  30  days  after 
puUicatlon  to  submit  comments,  sug¬ 
gestions,  or  objections.  After  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  views  and  data  received  from 
the  interested  puUic,  desiraUe  changes 
are  so  extensive  as  to  Justify  publication 
of  a  second  notice  of  pressed  rule  mak¬ 
ing  to  permit  further  public  considera¬ 
tion  thereof. 

Pursuant  to  section  4(a)  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act  (60  Stat.  238; 
5  UJ3.C.  1003(a) ),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  under  authority  contained  in  sec. 
5.  36  Stat.  370,  as  amended,  30  U.S.C. 
7;  and  sec.  1.  66  Stat.  709,  30  U.S.C. 
482(a) ;  it  is  proposed  to  revise  the  regu¬ 
lations  in  Part  33.  Chapter  I  of  Title  30. 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  as  set  forth 
below. 

The  principal  revisions  are:  Format 
changed,  a  single  certificate  of  approval 
covers  a  dust  collector  with  electrical 
components,  testing  procedure  modified 
to  eliminate  conformance  of  require¬ 
ments  of  electrical  parts  operated  outby 
last  c^n  crosscuts,  provisions  included 
for  issuing  certificates  of  performance 
for  dust-collecting  ssrstems,  fees  revised, 
and  definitions  are  extended  to  include 
the  foregoing  changes. 

In  accordance  with  the  policy  of  the 
Department  of  the  Interior,  interested 
persons  may  sutmit  written  comments, 
suggestions,  (»*  objections  with  respect 
to  the  proposed  revision  to  the  Director, 
Bureau  of  Mines.  Washington  25,  D.C.. 
within  30  days  after  the  date  of  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Marling  J.  Aniucnt, 
Director. 

Approved  March  3, 1960. 

Elmer  F.  Bennett, 

Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 

Part  33.  cniapter  I  of  Title  30.  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  would  be  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

Swbport  A'  a«n»ral  Pr«vi»loiM 

Sec. 
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3323  Mechanical  positioning  of  parts. 
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33.33  Allowable  limits  of  dmt  concentration. 

33.34  Drilling  test. 

33.35  Methods  of  drilling;  dust-oollector 

unit. 
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3327  Test  procediire. 

3328  Electrical  parts. 

AuTHoaiTT:  S{33.1  to  33.38  Issued  under 
sec.  5,  36  Stat.  370,  as  amended;  30  UB.C.  7, 
482(a).  Interpret  or  apply  secs.  2.  3.  36  Stat. 
370,  as  amended,  secs.  201,  209,  66  Stat.  692, 
703;  30  UB.C.  3,  6,  471,  479. 

Subpart  A — General  Provisions 
§  33.1  Purpose. 

The  regulations  in  this  part  set  forth 
the  requirements  for  dust  collectors  used 
in  connection  with  rock  drilling  in  coal 
mines  to  procure  their  certification  as 
permissible  for  use  in  coal  mines;  pro¬ 
cedures  for  applying  for  such  certifica¬ 
tion;  and  fees. 

§  33.2  Definitions. 

As  used  in  this'  part; 

(a)  “Permissible,*’  as  applied  to  a  dust 
collector,  means  that  it  conferms  to  the 
requirements  of  this  part,  and  that  a 
certificate  of  approval  to  that  effect  has 
been  issued. 

(b)  “Bureau”  means  the  United  States 
Bureau  of  Mines. 

(c)  “Certificate  of  approval”  means  a 
formal. document  issued  by  the  Bureau 
stating  that  the  dust  collector  unit  or 
combination  unit  has  met  the  require¬ 
ments  of  this  part,  and  authorizing  the 
use  and  attachment  of  an  official  ap¬ 
proval  plate  or  a  marking  so  indicating. 

(d)  “Certificate  of  performance” 
means  a  formal  document  issued  by  the 
Bureau  stating  that  a  dust-collecting 
ssrstem  has  met  the  test  requirements 
of  Subpart  C  of  this  part  and  therefore 
is  suitable  for  use  as  part  of  permissible 
units. 


(e)  “Dust-collector  unit”  means  a 
complete  assembly  of  parts  comprising 
apparatus  for  collecting  the  dust  that 
results  from  drilling  in  rock  in  coal 
mines,  and  is  independent  of  the  drilling 
equipment. 

(f )  “Combination  unit"  means  a  rock¬ 
drilling  device  with  an  integral  dust¬ 
collecting  system,  or  mining  equipment 
with  an  integral  rock-drilling  device  and 
dust-collecting  system. 

(g)  “Dust-collecting  system”  means 
an  assembly  of  parts  comprising  appa¬ 
ratus  for  collecting  the  dust  that  results 
from  drilling  in  rock  and  is  dependent 
upon  attachment  to  other  equipment  for 
its  operation. 

(h)  “Applicant”  means  an  individual, 
partnership,  company,  corporation,  as¬ 
sociation,  or  other  organization  that  de¬ 
signs  and  manufactures,  assembles  or 
controls  the  assembly  of  a  dust-collect¬ 
ing  system,  dust-collector  unit,  or  a  com¬ 
bination  unit,  and  seeks  certification 
thereof. 

§  33.3  Consultation. 

By  appointment,  applicants  or  their 
representatives  may  visit  the  Bureau’s 
Central  Experiment  Station,  4800 
Forbes  Avenue,  Pittsburgh  13,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania.  and  discuss  with  qualified  Bureau 
representatives  propos^  designs  of 
equipment  to  be  submitted  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  regulations 
of  this  part.  No  charge  is  made  for  such 
consultation  and  no  written  report 
thereof  will  be  submitted  to  the 
applicant. 

§  ^3.4  'l^pes  of  dust  collectors  for  which 
certificates  of  approval  may  be 
granted. 

(a)  Certificates  of  approval  will  be 
granted  only  for  completely  assembled 
dust-collector  or  combination  units; 
parts  or  subassemblies  will  not  be 
approved. 

(b)  The  following  tsrpes  of  equipment 
may  be  approved:  Dust-collector  or 
combination  units  having  components 
designed  specifically  to  prevent  dissemi¬ 
nation  of  airborne  dust  generated  by 
drilling  into  coal-mine  rock  strata  in 
concentrations  in  excess  of  those  here¬ 
inafter  stated  in  §  33.33  as  allowable,  and 
to  confine  or  control  the  collected  dust 
in  such  manner  that  it  may  be  removed 
or  disposed  of  without  dissemination  into 
the  mine  atmosphere  in  quantities  that 
would  create  unhygienic  conditions. 

§  33.5  Fees  for  investigation. 

(a)  The  following  fees  are  charged  for 
inspecting,  testing,  and  certifsdng  dust 
collectors: 

(1)  Preliminary  review  of  drawings, 
specifications,  and  related  data. 


each  unit  or  system -  $50 

(2)  Detailed  inspection  to  determine 
adequacy  of  design  and  mate¬ 
rials,  each  unit  or  system -  50 
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(3)  Detailed  inspection  to  determine 

adequacy  of  design  and  mate¬ 
rials  relating  to  changes  subse¬ 
quent  to  an  initial  investiga¬ 
tion,  per  man  day  or  fraction 
thereof _  *  $35 

(4)  Drilling  each  set  of  10  test  holes: 

(i)  Frist  set  of  10  test  holes 

drilled,  per  investigation...  136 

(ii)  Each  additional  set  of  10  test 

holes  drilled,  per  investiga¬ 
tion  _ 75 

(6)  Final  examination  and  recording 
of  drawings  and  specifications, 
and  issuing  certificate  of  ap¬ 
proval  or  certificate  of  per¬ 
formance  _  65 

(6)  Examination  and  recording  of 

drawings  and  specifications,  and 
issuing  extension  of  certificate 
of  approval  or  certificate  of  per¬ 
formance _  *  60 

(7)  Design  of  approval  plate  or  P/T 

label  for  certified  equipment _ _  25 


1  In  addition  the  applicant  shall  reimburse 
the  Bureau  tor  necessary  travel  and  subsis¬ 
tence  expenses  of  its  representative (s)  ac¬ 
cording  to  "Standardized  Government  Travel 
Regulations"  when  such  Bureau  representa- 
tive(s)  is  required  to  be  away  from  official 
headquarters. 

*If  only  a  nominal  amount  of  work  is  re¬ 
quired,  the  fee  will  be  $20. 

(b)  Additional  fees  shall  be  charged 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Part  18  of  Subchapter  D  of  this  chapter 
(Bureau  of  Mines  Schedule  2,  revised, 
the  current  revision  of  which  is  Sched¬ 
ule  2F)  for  examining  and  testing  elec¬ 
trical  parts  of  dust  collectors  required 
under  §  33.38. 

(c)  The  full  fee  must  accompany  an 
application  for  certification  of  a  unit 
or  dust-collecting  system.  The  fees 
diarged  for  each  investigation  will  be 
in  proportion  to  the  work  done,  and  any 
surplus  will  be  refunded  to  the  applicant. 

(d)  The  fee  for  an  extension  of  certi¬ 
fication  to  cover  modifications  of  equip¬ 
ment  will  be  determined  according  to  the 
work  required  and  the  applicant  will  be 
notified  accordingly.  The  fee  must  be 
paid  in  advance  before  the  investigation 
will  be  undertaken. 

(e)  If  the  applicant  is  imcertain  as  to 
the  amoimt  of  fee  that  should  be  sent 
with  his  application,  the  information 
will  be  furnished  him  in  writing  upon  re¬ 
quest  addressed  to  the  Central  Experi¬ 
ment  Station,  4800  Forbes  Avenue,  Pitts¬ 
burgh  13,  Pennsylvania,  Attention; 
Chief,  Branch  of  Health  Research. 

§  33.6  Applications. 

(a)  No  investigation  or  testing  will  be 
undertaken  by  the  Bureau  except  pursu¬ 
ant  to  a  written  application,  in  duplicate 
(except  as  otherwise  provided  in  para¬ 
graph  (e)  of  this  section),  accompanied 
by  a  check,  bank  draft,  or  money  order, 
payable  to  the  United  States  Bureau  of 
Mines,  to  cover  the  fees;  and  all  pre¬ 
scribed  drawings,  specifications,  and  re¬ 
lated  materials.  The  application  and  all 
related  matters  and  all  correspondence 
concerning  it  shall  be  sent  to  the  Central 
Experiment  Station,  Bureau  of  Mines, 
4800  Forbes  Avenue,  Pittsburgh  13, 
Pennsylvania,  Attention:  Chief,  Branch 
of  Health  Research. 

(b)  The  application  shall  specify  the 
operating  conditions  (see  §  33.22)  for 
which  certification  is  requested. 


(c)  Shiiunent  of  the  equipment  to  be 
tested  shall  be  deferred  until  the  Bureau 
has  notified  the  aK>licant  that  the  ap¬ 
plication  will  be  accepted.  Shipping  in¬ 
structions  will  be  issued  by  the  Bureau 
and  shipping  charges  shall  be  prepaid 
by  the  applicant.  Upon  completion  of 
the  investigation  and  notification  thereof 
to  the  applicant  by  the  Bureau,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  shall  remove  his  equipment 
promptly  from  the  test  site  (see  §  33.30) . 

(d)  Drawings  and  specifications  shall 
be  adequate  in  niunber  and  detail  to 
identify  fully  the  design  of  the  unit  or 
system  and  to  disclose  its  materials  and 
detailed  dimensions  of  all  component 
parts.  Drawings  must  be  numbered  and 
dated  to  insure  accurate  identification 
and  reference  to  records,  and  must  show 
the  latest  revision.  Specifications  and 
dr£^wings,  including  a  complete  assembly 
drawing  with  each  part  that  affects  dust 
collection  identified  thereon,  shall 
include: 

(1)  Details  of  all  dust-collecting 
parts.  A  manufacttu'er  who  supplies  the 
applicant  with  component  parts  or  sub- 
assemblies  may  submit  drawings  and 
specifications  of  such  parts  or  subassem¬ 
blies  direct  to  the  Bureau  instead  of  to 
the  applicant.  If  the  unit  or  system  is 
certified,  the  Bureau  will  supply  the  ap¬ 
plicant  with  a  list,  in  duplicate,  of  draw¬ 
ing  numbers  pertaining  to  such  parts  or 
subassemblies  for  identification  purposes 
only. 

(2)  Details  of  the  electrical  parts  of 
units  designed  to  operate  as  face  equip¬ 
ment  (see  S  33.38)  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  Part  18  of  Subchapter 
D  of  this  chapter  (Bureau  of  Mines 
Schedule  2,  revised,  the  current  revision 
of  which  is  Schedule  2F) . 

(3)  Storage  capacity  of  the  various 
stages  of  dust  collection  in  the  dust  sep¬ 
arator. 

(4)  Net  filter  area  in  the  dust  separa¬ 
tor,  and  complete  specifications  of  the 
filtering  material. 

(e)  If  an  application  is  made  for  cer¬ 
tification  of  a  dust-collector  unit  or  a 
combination  unit  that  includes  electrical 
parts,  and  is  designed  to  operate  as  elec¬ 
tric  face  equipment,  as  defined  in  S  33.38, 
the  application  shall  be  in  triplicate. 
One  copy  of  the  application  shall  be 
marked  Attention:  Chief,  Branch  of 
Electrical-Mechanical  Testing. 

(f)  The  application  shall  state  that 
the  unit  or  system  is  completely  devel¬ 
oped  and  of  the  design  and  materials 
which  the  applicant  believes  to  be  suit¬ 
able  for  a  finished  marketable  product. 

(g)  The  applicant  shall  furnish  a 
complete  unit  or  system'  for  inspection 
and  testing.  Spare  parts,  such  as  gas¬ 
kets  and  other  expendable  components 
subject  to  wear  in  normal  operation, 
shall  be  supplied  by  the  applicant  to 
permit  continuous  operation  during  test 
periods.  If  special  tools  are  necessary 
to  disassemble  any  part  for  inspection 
or  test,  they  shall  be  furnished  by  the 
applicant. 

(h)  Each  unit  or  system  shall  be  care¬ 
fully  inspected  before  it  is  shipped  from 
the  place  of  manufacture  or  assembly 
and  the  results  of  the  inspection  shall  be 
recorded  on  a  factory-inspection  form. 
The  applicant  shall  furnish  the  Bureau 


with  a  copy  of  the  faetory-inH)ectk)n 
form  with  his  application.  The  form 
shall  direct  attention  to  the  points  that 
must  be  checked  to  make  certain  that  all 
parts  are  in  proper  condition,  complete 
in  all  respects,  and  in  agreement  with 
the  drawings  and  specifications  filed 
with  the  Bureau. 

(i)  'With  the  application  the  applicant 
shall  furnish  the  Bureau  with  complete 
instructions  for  operating  and  servicing 
the  unit  or  system  and  information  as 
to  the  kind  of  power  required.  After  the 
Bureau’s  investigation,  if  any  revision 
of  the  instructions  is  required  a  revised 
copy  thereof  shall  be  submitted  to  the 
Bureau  for  inclusion  with  the  drawings 
and  specifications. 

§  33.7  Date  for  conducting  tests. 

The  date  of  acceptance  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  will  determine  the  order  of  prece¬ 
dence  for  testing  when  more  than  one 
application  is  pending,  and  the  appli¬ 
cant  will  be  notified  of  the  date  on  which 
tests  will  begin.  If  a  unit  or  system  fails 
to  meet  any  of  the  requirements,  it  shall 
lose  its  order  of  precedence.  If  an  appli¬ 
cation  is  submitted  to  resume  testing 
after  correction  of  the  cause  of  failure, 
it  will  be  treated  as  a  new  application 
and  the  order  of  precedence  for  testing 
will  be  so  determined. 

§  33.8  Conduct  of  investigations,  tests, 
and  demonstrations. 

(a)  Prior  to  the  issuance  of  a  certifi¬ 
cate  of  approval  or  performance,  only 
Bureau  personnel,  representatives  of  the 
applicant,  and  such  other  persons  as 
may  be  mutually  agreed  upon,  may  ob¬ 
serve  the  investigations  or  tests.  The 
Bureau  shall  hold  as  confidential  and 
shall  not  disclose  principles  or  patenta¬ 
ble  features,  nor  shall  it  disclose  any 
details  of  drawings,  specifications,  and 
related  materials.  After  the  issuance 
of  a  certificate,  the  Bureau  may  conduct 
such  public  demonstrations  and  tests 
of  the  unit  or  system  as  it  deems  appro¬ 
priate.  The  conduct  of  all  investigations, 
tests,  and  demonstrations  shall  be  under 
the  sole  direction  and  control  of  the 
Bureau,  and  any  other  persons  shall 
be  present  only  as  observers,  except  as 
noted  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section. 

(b)  When  requested  by  the  Bureau, 
the  applicant  shall  provide  assistance  in 
disassembling  parts  for  inspection,  pre¬ 
paring  parts  for  testing,  and  operating 
combination  units. 

§  33.9  Certification  of  du«t-eollecting 
systems. 

Manufacturers  of  dust-collecting  sys¬ 
tems  that  are  designed  for  integral  use 
on  machines  with  drilling  equipment 
may  apply  to  the  Bureau  to  issue  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  performance  for  such  sys¬ 
tems.  To  qualify  for  a  certificate  of 
performance,  the  dust-collecting  system 
shall  have  met  satisfactorily  the  test 
requirements  of  Subpart  C  of  this  part 
imder  specified  operating  conditions 
(such  as  type  of  drilling  equipment, 
drilling  speed,  and  power  requirements) 
and  the  construction  thereof  shall  be 
adequately  covered  by  q^edfications  and 
drawings  officially  recorded  and  filed 
with  the  Bureau.  Individual  parts  of 
dust-collecting  systems  will  not  be  cer- 
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tlfled  for  performance.  Certificates  of 
performance  may  be  cited  to  fal»*icators 
of  combinatimi  units  as  evidence  that 
further  inq)ection  and  testing  of  the 
dust-collecting  system  will  not  be  re¬ 
quired.  provided  the  dust-collecting  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  drilling  equipm«it  do 
not  exceed  the  limits  of  performance  for 
which  the  ssrstem  was  certified.  Since 
the  Bureau  does  not  sanction  the  use  of 
the  words  “permissible”  or  “iq>proved'’ 
except  as  applying  to  completely  as¬ 
sembled  equipment,  dust-collecting  sys¬ 
tems.  which  have  been  certified  only  as 
to  performance,  shall  not  be  advertised 
or  labeled  in  a  manner  inferring  that 
such  systems  themselves  are  permissible 
or  approved  by  the  Bureau.  However,  a 
certified  system  may  be  advertised  as 
suitable  fOT  use  on  combination  units  for 
which  c«iificati(m  may  be  desired  if  the 
limits  of  its  performance  are  cited.  Cer¬ 
tified  dust-collecting  systems  shall  bear 
labels  or  tags  which  shall  ccmtain  the 
following:  “Performance-tested  Dust 
Collecting  Systmi.  Bureau  of  Mines  File 
No.  P/T _ .”  and  name  of  man¬ 

ufacturer.  identifying  numbers  of  the 
dust-collector  parts,  and  description  of 
the  limitaticms  for  Which  performance  is 
certified.  The  Bureau  will  assign  a 
P/T  file  number  in  the  certification 
letter. 

§  33.10  Certificates  of  approval  or  per¬ 
formance. 

(a)  Upon  completion  of  an  investiga¬ 
tion.  the  Bureau  will  issue  to  the  appli¬ 
cant  either  a  certificate  or  a  written 
notice  of  disapproval,  as  the  case  may 
require.  No  informal  notification  of 
approval  will  be  issued.  If  a  certificate 
is  issued,  no  test  data  or  detailed  results 

-of  tests  will  accompany  it.  If  a  notice 
of  disapproval  is  issued,  it  will  be  accom¬ 
panied  by  details  of  the  defects,  with  a 
view  to  possible  correction.  The  Biireau 
will  not  disclose,  except  to  the  applicant, 
any  information  on  a  unit  or  system 
upon  which  a  notice  of  disapproval  has 
been  issued. 

(b)  A  certificate  will  be  accompanied 
by  a  list  of  the  drawings  and  specifica¬ 
tions  covering  the  details  of  design  and 
construction  of  the  unit  or  system,  in¬ 
cluding  the  electrical  parts,  if  applicable, 
upon  which  the  certificate  is  based.  Ap¬ 
plicants  shall  keep  exact  duplicates  of 
the  drawings  and  specifications  submit¬ 
ted  and  the  list  of  drawing  numbers  re¬ 
ferred  to  in  subparagraph  1  of  paragraph 
(d)  of  §  33.6  that  relate  to  the  certified 
unit  or  system,  and  these  are  to  be  ad¬ 
hered  to  exactly  in  production. 

§  33.11  Approval  plates. 

(a)  A  certificate  of  approval  will  be 
accompanied  by  a  photograph  of  a  design 
for  an  approval  plate,  bearing  the  seal 
of  the  Bureau  of  Mines,  the  name  of  the 
applicant,  the  name  of  the  unit,  the  ap¬ 
proval  niunber  or  space  for  the  approval 
number  (or  numbers  if  permissibility  of 
electrical  parts  is  involved),  spaces  for 
the  tsrpe  and  the  serial  numbers  of  the 
unit,  conditions  of  approval,  and  identi¬ 
fying  numbers  of  the  dust-collector 
parts.  When  deemed  necessary  by  the 
Bureau,  an  appropriate  statement  shall 
be  added,  giving  the  precautions  to  be 
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observed  in  maintaining  the  unit  in  an 
approved  condition. 

(b)  The  applicant  shall  reproduce  the 
design  either  as  a  separate  plate  or  by 
stamping  or  molding  it  in  some  suitable 
place  on  each'unit  to  which  it  relates. 
The  size,  tsrpe,  and  method  of  attaching 
and  location  of  an  ai^roval  plate  are 
subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Bureau. 
The  method  of  affixing  the  plate  shall 
not  impair  the  dust-collection  or  explo¬ 
sion-proof  features  of  the  unit. 

(c)  The  approval  plate  identifies  the 
unit,  to  which  it  is  attached,  as  per¬ 
missible.  and  is  the  applicant’s  guarantee 
that  the  unit  complies  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  this  part.  Without  an  ap¬ 
proval  plate,  no  unit  has  the  status  of 
“permissible"  imder  the  provisions  of  this 
part. 

(d)  Use  of  the  approval  plate  obligates 
the  applicant  to  whom  the  certificate  of 
approval  was  granted  to  maintain  the 
quality  of  each  unit  bearing  it  and  guar¬ 
antees  that  it  is  manufactured  and  as¬ 
sembled  siccording  to  the  drawings  and 
specifications  upon  which  a  certificate  of 
approval  was  based.  Use  of  the  ap¬ 
proval  plate  is  not  authorized  except  on 
units  that  conform  strictly  with  the 
drawings  and  specifications  upon  which 
the  certificate  of  approval  was  based. 

§  33.12  Changes  after  certification. 

If  an  applicant  desires  to  change  any 
feature  of  a  certified  unit  or  system,  he 
shall  first  obtain  the  Bureau’s  approval 
of  the  change,  pursuant  to  the  following 
procedure: 

(a)  Application  shall  be  made  as  for 
an  original  certificate,  requesting  that 
the  existing  certification  be  extended  to 
cover  the  proposed  changes,  and  shall 
be  accompani^  by  drawings,  specifica¬ 
tions,  and  related  data  showing  the 
changes  in  detail. 

(b)  The  application  will  be  examined 
by  the  Bureau  to  determine  whether  in¬ 
spection  and  testing  will  be  required. 
Testing  will  be  necessary  if  there  is  a 
possibility  that  the  modification  may  af¬ 
fect  adversely  the  performance  of  the 
unit  or  system.  The  Bureau  will  in¬ 
form  the  applicant  whether  such  testing 
is  required,  the  components  or  materials 
to  be  submitted  for  that  purpose,  and  the 
fee. 

(c)  If  the  proposed  modification 
meets  the  requirements  of  this  part  and 
Part  18  of  Subchapter  D  of  this  chapter 
(Bureau  of  Mines  Schedule  2,  revised, 
the  current  revision  of  which  is  Schedule 
2F)  if  applicable,  a  formal  extension  of 
certification  will  be  issued,  accompanied 
by  a  list  of  new  and  corrected  drawings 
and  specifications  to  be  added  to  those 
already  on  file  as  the  basis  for  the  ex¬ 
tension  of  certification. 

§33.13  Withdrawal  of  certification. 

’The  Bureau  reserves  the  right  to  re¬ 
scind  for  cause,  at  any  time,  any  certifi¬ 
cation  granted  imder  this  part. 

Subpart  B— Dust-Collector 
Requirements 

§  33.20  Design  and  construction. 

(a)  The  Bureau  will  not  test  or  in¬ 
vestigate  any  dust  collector  that  in  its 
opinion  is  not  constructed  of  suitable 


materials,  that  evidences  faulty  work¬ 
manship,  or  that  is  not  designkl  upon 
sound  engineering  principles.  Since  all 
possible  designs,  arrangements,  or  com¬ 
binations  of  components  and  materials 
cannot  be  foreseen,  the  Bureau  reserves 
the  right  to  modify  the  tests  specified  in 
this  part  in  such  manner  to  obtain  sub¬ 
stantially  the  same  information  and  de¬ 
gree  of  protection  as  provided  by  the 
tests  described  in  Subpart  C  of  this  part. 

(b)  Adequacy  of  design  and  construc¬ 
tion  of  a  unit  or  system  will  be  deter¬ 
mined  in  accordance  with  its  ability  (1) 
to  prevent  the  dissemination  of  objec¬ 
tionable  or  harmful  concentrations  of 
dust  into  a  mine  atmosphere,  and  (2)  to 
protect  against  explosion  and/or  fire 
hazards  of  electrical  equipment,  except 
as  provided  in  paragraph  (b)  of  §  33.38. 

§  33.21  Modificaticm  of  test  equipment. 

For  test  purposes  the  unit  or  system 
may  be  modified,  such  as  by  attaching  in¬ 
struments  or  measuring  devices,  at  the 
Bureau’s  discretion;  but  such  modifica¬ 
tion  shall  not  alter  its  performance. 

§  33.22  Mode  of  use. 

(a)  A  unit  or  system  may  be  designed 
for  use  in  connection  with  percussion 
and/or  rotary  drilling  in  any  combina¬ 
tion  of  the  folowing  drilling  positions: 
(1)  Vertically  upward.  (2)  upward  at 
angles  to  the  vertical,  (3)  horizontally, 
and  (4)  downward. 

(b)  Dust-collector  units  may  be  de¬ 
signed  for  use  with  specific  drilling 
equipment  or  at  specific  drilling  speeds. 

§  33.23  Mechanical  positioning  of  parts. 

All  parts  of  a  unit  that  are  essential 
to  the  dust-collection  feature  shall  be 
provided  with  suitable  mechanical  means 
for  positioning  and  maintaining  such 
parts  properly  in  relation  to  the  stratum 
being  drilled. 

Subpart  C — ^Test  Requirements 
§  33.30  Test  site. 

Tests  shall  be  conducted  at  the  Bu¬ 
reau’s  Experimental  Mine,  Bruceton, 
Pennsylvania,  or  other  appropriate 
place (s)  determined  by  the  Bureau. 

§  33.31  Test  space. 

(a)  Drilling  tests  shall  be  conducted 
in  a  test  space  formed  by  two' curtains 
suspended  across  a  mine  opening  in  such 
a  manner  that  the  volume  of  the  test 
space  shall  be  approximately  2,000  cubic 
feet. 

(b)  No  mechanical  ventilation  shall  be 
provided  in  the  test  space  during  a  drill¬ 
ing  test,  except  such  air  movement  as 
may  be  induced  by  operation  of  drilling- 
or  dust-collecting  equipment. 

(c)  All  parts  of  a  unit  or  system  shall 
be  within  the  test  space  during  a  drilling 
test. 

§  33.32  Determination  of  dust  concen¬ 
tration. 

(a)  Concentrations  of  airborne  dust  in 
the  test  space  shall  be  determined  by 
sampling  with  a  midget  impinger  appa¬ 
ratus,  and  a  light-field  microscopic  tech¬ 
nique  shall  be  employed  in  determining 
concentrations  of  dust  in  terms  of  mil¬ 
lions  of  particles  (5  microns  or  less  in 
diameter)  pei  cubic  foot  of  air  sampled. 
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(b)  Before  a  drilling  test  is  started  the 
surfaces  of  the  test  space  shall  be  wetted; 
the  test  space  shall  bo  cleared  of  air¬ 
borne  dust  insofar  as  practicable  by  me¬ 
chanical  ventilation  or  other  means;  and 
an  atmospheric  sample,  designated  as  a 
control  sample,  shall  be  collected  during 
a  5-minute  period  to  determine  residual 
airborne  dust  in  the  test  space. 

(c)  A  sample  of  airborne  dust,  desig¬ 
nated  as  a  test  sample,  shall  be  collected 
in  the  breathing  zone  of  the  drill  opera¬ 
tor  during  the  drilling  of  each  test  hole. 
Time  consumed  in  changing  drill  steel 
shall  not  be  considered  as  drilling  time 
and  sampling  shall  be  discontinued  dur¬ 
ing  such  periods. 

§  33.33  Allowable  limits  of  dust  con¬ 
centration. 

(a)  The  concentration  of  dust  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  control  sample  shall  be  sub¬ 
tracted  from  the  average  concentration 
of  dust  determined  by  the  test  samples, 
and  the  difference  shall  be  designated  as 
the  net  concentration  of  airborne  dust. 
Calculations  of  the  average  concentra¬ 
tion  of  dust  determined  from  the  test 
samples  shall  be  based  upon  the  results 
ot  not  less  than  80  percent  of  each  set  of 
10  test  samples. 

(b)  Under  each  prescribed  test  condi¬ 
tion,  the  net  concentration  of  airborne 
dust  at  each  drill  operator’s  position  shall 
not  exceed  10  million  particles  (5  mi¬ 
crons  or  less  in  diameter)  per  cubic  foot 
of  air  when  determined  in  accordance 
with  the  method  given  in  paragraph  (a) 
of  §  33.32. 

§  33.34  Drilling  test. 

(a)  A  drilling  test  shall  consist  of  drill¬ 
ing  a  set  of  10  holes  with  each  drill  in¬ 
volved  imder  the  specified  operating 
conditions.  The  drilling  of  all  sets  of 
holes  shall  begin  simultaneously  and 
drilling  shall  continue  until  all  holes  are 
completed. 

(b)  Holes  shall  be  drilled  to  a  depth 
of  4  feet  plus  or  minus  2  inches  and  shall 
be  spaced  so  as  not  to  interfere  with  ad¬ 
jacent  holes.  Each  hole  may  be  plugged 
after  completion. 

(c)  Receptacles  and  filters  for  collect¬ 
ing  drill  cuttings  shall  be  emptied  and 
cleaned  before  each  drilling  test  is 
started. 

(d)  Holes  designated  as  “vertical” 
shall  be  drilled  to  incline  not  more  than 
10  degrees  to  the  vertical.  Holes  desig¬ 
nated  as  “angle”  shall  be  drilled  to  in¬ 
cline  not  less  than  30  and  not  more  than 
45  degrees  to  the  vertical.  Holes  desig¬ 
nated  as  “horizontal”  shall  be  drilled  to 
incline  not  more  than  15  degrees  to  the 
horizontal. 

§  33.35  Methods  of  drilling;  dust-col¬ 
lector  unit. 

(a)  General.  All  drilling  shall  be  done 
with  conventional,  commercial  drilling 
equipment — pneumatic-percussion,  hy- 
draulic-rotaiy,  and/or  electric-rotary 
types — in  accordance  with  the  appli¬ 
cant’s  specifications. 

(b)  Pneumatic-percussion  drilling.  A 
stoper-type  drill  with  a  piston  diameter 
of  ZV2  to  3  inches  shall  be  used  for  roof 
drilling.  A  hand-held,  sinker-tirpe  drill 
with  a  piston  diameter  of  2^  to  3  inches 
shall  be  used  for  down  drilling  and  also 
for  horizontal  drilling,  except  that  the 


drill  shall  be  supported  mechanically. 
Compressed  air  for  operating  the  drill 
shall  be  supplied  at  a  gage  pressure  of 
85-95  poimds  per  square  inch.  Drill  bits 
shall  be  detachable,  cross  type  with  hard 
inserts,  and  shall  be  sharp  when  starting 
to  drill  each  set  of  10  holes.  In  roof 
drilling,  1^-  and  IV^ -inch  diameter  drill 
bits  shall  be  used;  in  horizontal  and 
down  drilling,  1%-inch  diameter  bits 
shall  be  used.  The  drill  steel  shall  be 
%-inch  hexagonal  and  of  hollow  type  to 
permit  the  introduction  of  compressed 
air  through  the  drill  steel  when  necessary 
to  clean  a  hole  during  drilling. 

(c)  Rotary  drilling.  A  hydraulic¬ 
rotary  drill  with  a  rated  drilling  speed  of 
18  feet  per  minute  free  lift,  capable  of 
rotating  drill  steel  at  900  revolutions  per 
minute  with  100  foot-pounds  torque,  and 
having  a  feed  force  of  7,000  pounds,  shall 
be  iised  for  roof  drilling.  An  electric¬ 
rotary  drill,  supported  by  a  post  mount¬ 
ing.  with  a  rated  drilling  speed  of  30 
inches  per  minute  and  powered  by  a  2.25 
horsepower  motor,  shall  be  used  for  hori¬ 
zontal  drilling.  For  roof  drilling,  the 
bits  shall  be  hard-tipped,  1%  and  IVi 
inches  outside  diameter,  and  IV^-inch 
auger-type  drill  steel  shall  be  used.  For 
horizontal  drilling,  the  bits  shall  be  hard- 
tipped,  2  inches  outside  diameter,  and 
1  %-inch  auger-type  drill  steel  shall  be 
us^.  Drill  bits  shall  be  sharp  when 
starting  to  drill  each  set  of  10  holes. 

§  33.36  Method  of  drilling;  combination 
unit  or  dust-collecting  system. 

Drilling  shall  be  conducted  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  applicant’s  specifications 
and  operating  instructions.  If  special 
drill  bits  or  drill  steel  are  required,  they 
shall  be  furnished  to  the  Bureau  by  the 
applicant.  Otherwise  the  drill  bit  and 
drill  steel  requirements  stated  in  para¬ 
graphs  (b)  and  (c)  of  S  33.35  shall  be 
complied  with  for  all  types  of  combina¬ 
tion  imits  or  dust-collecting  systems. 

§  33.37  Test  procedure. 

(a)  Roof  drilling.  Drilling  shall  be 
done  in  friable  strata,  similar  to  the  roof 
in  the  Bureau’s  Experimental  Mine, 
which  tends  to  produce  large  scale-like 
cuttings. 

(b)  Horizontal  drilling.  Drilling  shall 
be  done  in  strata  comparable  in  hardness 
to  that  of  coal-mine  draw  slate.  Holes 
shall  be  started  near  the  roof  of  the  test 
space  under  conditions  simulating  the 
drilling  of  draw  slate  in  coal  mining. 

(c)  Down  drilling.  Drilling  shall  be 
done  in  typical  mine  floor  strata  with  a 
pneumatic  percussion-type  drill.  Five 
holes  shall  be  drilled  vertically  and  five 
holes  shall  be  drilled  at  an  angle. 

§  33.38  Electrical  parts. 

(a)  Units  with  electrical  parts  and  de¬ 
signed  to  operate  as  electric  face  equip¬ 
ment  (see  definition.  9  45.44-1  of  this 
chapter)  in  gassy  coal  mines  shall  meet 
the  requirements  of  Part  18  of  Subchap¬ 
ter  D  of  this  chapter  (Bureau  of  Mines 
Schedule  2,  revised,  the  current  revision 
of  which  is  Schedule  2F) ,  and  the  exami¬ 
nation  and  testing  of  the  electrical  parts 
shall  be  entirely  separate  from  the  ex¬ 
amination  and  testing  of  dust-collecting 
equipment  as  such. 

(b)  Units  with  electrical  parts  de¬ 
signed  to  operate  only  outby  the  last  open 


crosscut  in  a  coal-mine  entry,  room,  or 
other  opening  (including  electric-drive 
units  with  their  controls  and  push  but¬ 
tons)  are  not  required  to  comply  with  the 
provisions  of  Part  18  of  Subchapter  D 
of  this  chapter  (Bureau  of  Mines  Sched¬ 
ule  2.  revised,  the.  current  revision  of 
which  is  Schedule  ^) . 

[F.R.  Doc.  60-2149;  Rled,  Mar.  8,  1960; 

8:46  a.m.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDU¬ 
CATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
E21  CFR  Part  1201 

TOLERANCES  AND  EXEMPTIONS 
FROM  TOLERANCES  FOR  PESTI¬ 
CIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR  ON  RAW 

AGRICULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petitions 

In  re:  Notice  of  filing  of  petitions  for 
establishment  of  an  exemption  from  the 
requirement  of  a  tolerance  for  residues 
of  1.1,1-trichloroethane  and  for  the  es¬ 
tablishment  of  a  zero  tolerance  for  resi¬ 
dues  of  methylene  chloride. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cbsmetic  Act  (sec. 
408(d>  (1).  68  Stat.  512;  21  U.S.C.  346a(d) 
(1) ) ,  the  following  notice  is  issued: 

Petitions  have  been  filed  by  the  Brog- 
dex  Company.  1441  West  Second  Street, 
Pomona.  California,  proposing  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  an  exemption  from  the  re¬ 
quirement  of  a  tolerance  for  residues  of 
1,1.1-trichloroethane  and  proposing  the 
establishment  of  a  zero  tolerance  for 
residues  of  methylene  chloride  from  use 
of  a  combination  of  these  two  pesticide 
chemicals  in  the  postharvest  treatment 
of  citrus  fruit. 

The  method  proposed  in  the  petition 
for  the  determination  of  1,1,1-trichloroe- 
thane  and  methylene  chloride  is  based 
on  the  separation  of  these  materials  from 
the  fruit  by  distillation  with  iso-octane, 
followed  by  vapor-phase  chromatog¬ 
raphy.  ’The  distillate  is  injected  into  a. 
column  of  25  percent  paraffin  on  acid- 
washed  firebrick;  temperature  is  90”  C., 
pressure  at  the  inlet  5  pounds  per  square 
inch,  and  fiow  rate  60  milliliters  of  helium 
per  minute. 

Dated:  March  1.  1960. 

[SEAL]  Robert  S.  Roe, 

Director,  Bureau  of 
Biological  and  Physical  Sciences. 

(F.R.  £>oc.  60-3161;  FUed,  Mar.  8.  1960; 

8:46  am.] 
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I  Airspace  Docket  No.  60-NY-2 1 

FEDERAL  AIRWAYS,  CONTROL  AREAS 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Revocation 

Pursuant  to  the 'authority  delegated 
to  me  by  the  Administrator  (§  409.13, 
24  F.R.  3499),  notice  is  hereby  given 
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that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is 
considering  an  ammdment  to  SI  600.213, 
601.213  and  601.4213  nt  the  regulations 
of  the  Administrator,  the  substance  of 
which  is  stated  below. 

Red  Federal  airway  No.  13  presently 
extends  in  part  from  Providence.  R.I.,  to 
the  Franklin,  Mass.,  Intersection  (inter¬ 
section  of  the  nOTth  course  of  the  Provi¬ 
dence  radio  range  and  the  southwest 
course  of  the  Boston,  Mass.,  radio 
range).  The  Federal  Aviation  Agency 
has  imder  consideration  revocation  of 
this  segment  of  Red  13.  A  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Agency  IFR  peak-day  air  traffic 
survey  feu:  the  period  from  July  1,  1958 
through  June  30,  1959  shows  no  air¬ 
craft  movonents  for  the  segment  of  Red 
13  frexn  Providence  to  Franklin.  On  the 
basis  of  this  survey,  it  appears  that  the 
retention  of  this  airway  segment  and 
its  associated  control  areas  is  unjustified 
as  an  assignment  of  airspace  and  that 
the  revocation  thereof  would  be  in  the 
public  interest.  Concurrently  with  this 
action,  the  Franklin,  Mass.,  Intersection 
(intersection  of  the  north  course  of  the 
Providence,  R.I.,  radio  range  and  the 
southwest  course  of  the  Boston,  Mass., 
radio  range)  would  be  reveled  as  a  des¬ 
ignated  r^x>rting  point. 

If  these  actions  are  taken,  the  seg¬ 
ment  of  Red  Federal  airway  No.  13  and 
its  associated  control  areas  from  Provi¬ 
dence,  RX,  to  Franklin,  Mass.,  and  the 
Franklin,  Mass.,  Intersection,  designated 
reporting  point  would  be  revoked. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Chief.  Air 
Traffic  Management  Division,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  Federal  Building,  New 
York  International  Airport.  Jamaica 
30,  N.Y.  All  communications  received 
within  forty-five  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Feokrai.  Register 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendment.  No  public 
hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Management  Division  Chief, 
or  the  Chief,  Airspace  Utilization  Divi¬ 
sion,  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Washing¬ 
ton  25,  D.C.  Any  data,  views  or 
arguments  presented  during  such  con¬ 
ferences  must  also  be  submitted  in  writ¬ 
ing  in  accordance  with  this  notice  in 
order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons  at 
the  Docket  S^tion,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Room  B-316,  1711  New  York 
Avenue  NW.,  Washin^n  25,  D.C.  An 
informal  Docket  will  also  be  available 
for  examination  at  the  office  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  Air  Traffic  Management  Division 
Chief. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
sections  307(a)  and  313(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviatiem  Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749, 
752;  49  U.S.C.  1348, 1354). 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 


2,  1960. 


D.  D.  Thomas, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Air  Traffic  Management. 


(FH.  Doc.  60-2146;  Filed,  Mar.  8.  1960; 
8:46  a.m.] 


[14  CFR  Parts  600,  601  1 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  69-NY-55] 

FEDERAL  AIRWAYS,  CONTROL  AREAS 

AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Revocation  and  Modification 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  me  by  the  Administrator  (§  409.13,  24 
F.R.  3499)  i  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  consider¬ 
ing  an  amendment  to  S§  600.618,  601.618, 
601.4618  and  601.1470  of  the  relations 
of  the  Administrator,  the  substance  of 
which  is  stated  below. 

Blue  Federal  airway  No.  18  presently 
extends,  in  part,  from  the  intersection 
of  the  northwest  course  of  the  New  York, 
N.Y.  (La  Guardia) ,  radio  range  with  the 
southwest  course  of  the  Poughkeepsie. 
N.Y.,  radio  range  via  the  Poughkeepsie 
radio  range  station,  to  the  Albany,  N.Y., 
radio  range  station.  The  Newburgh, 
N.Y.,  control  area  extension  is  lu-esently 
described  as  the  airspace  north  of  Stew¬ 
art  AFB  bounded  on  the  north  by  VOR 
Federal  airway  No.  270,  on  the  east  by 
Blue  Federal  airway  No.  18  and  on  the 
south  and  southwest  by  New  York  con¬ 
trol  area  extension  (§601.1066).  The 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  imder  con¬ 
sideration  revocation  of  the  segment  of 
Blue  18  from  the  intersection  of  the 
northwest  course  of  the  New  York,  N.Y., 
(La  Guardia)  radio  range  with  the 
southwest  course  of  the  Poughkeepsie, 
N.Y.,  radio  range  to  the  Albany,  N.Y., 
radio  range  station.  The  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency  IFR  peak-day  survey  during 
the  period  July  1,  1958,  through  June 
30.  1959,  showed  less  than  five  aircraft 
movements  on  this  segment  of  Blue  18. 
On  the  basis  of  the  survey,  it  appears  that 
the  retention  of  this  airway  segment  and 
its  associated  control  areas  is  unjustified 
as  an  assignment  of  airspace  and  that 
revocation  thereof  would  be  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest.  In  addition,  the  caption  to 
§  601.4618,  relating  to  associated  report¬ 
ing  points,  would  be  amended  to  coin¬ 
cide  with  the  modified  airway.  Concur¬ 
rent  with  this  action,  the  Federal 
Aviation  Agency  has  under  considera¬ 
tion  a  minor  modification  of  the  control 
area  extension  at  Newburgh,  N.Y.,  by 
redesignating  the  eastern  boundary  of 
this  area  to  delete  reference  to  Blue  18. 

If  these  actions  are  taken.  Blue  Fed¬ 
eral  airway  No.  18  between  the  inter¬ 
section  of  the  northwest  course  of  the 
New  York,  N.Y.  (La  Guardia),  radio 
range  with  the  southwest  course  of  the 
Poughkeepsie.  N.Y.,  radio  range  to  the 
Albany,  N.Y.,  radio  range,  and  its  asso¬ 
ciated  control  areas  would  be  revoked. 
The  Newburgh.  N.Y.,  control  area  ex¬ 
tension  would  be  redescribed  as  the  air¬ 
space  north  of  Stewart  AFB  bounded  on 


the  north  by  VOR  Federal  airway  No. 
270;  on  the  east  by  a  line  from  its  point 
of  intersection  with  VOR  Federal  airway 
No.  270  at  latitude  42*10'00"  N..  longi- 
tude  73®55'00"  W.,  to  the  point  of  inter¬ 
section  with  the  New  York.  N.Y.,  control 
area  exten^on  (§  601.1066)  at  latitude 
41'47'10"  N.,  longitude  73“55'00"  W.. 
and  on  the  south  and  west  by  New  York 
control  area  extension. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  argiunents  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Management  Division,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  Federal  Building,  New 
York  International  Airport,  Jamaica  30, 
N.Y.  All  communications  received  with¬ 
in  forty-five  days  after  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  will 
be  considered  before  action  is  taken  on 
the  proposed  amendment.  No  public 
hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Management  Division  Chief, 
or  the  Chief,  Airspace  Utilization  Di¬ 
vision.  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.C.  Any  data,  views  or 
arguments  presented  during  such  con¬ 
ferences  must  also  be  submitted  in 
writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record 
for  consideration.  The  proposal  con> 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in 
the  light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Docket  Section,  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
Room  B-316,  1711  New  York  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C.  An  informal 
Docket  will  also  be  available  for  exami¬ 
nation  at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Management  Division  Chief. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
sections  307(a)  and  313(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749, 
752;  49  U.S.C.  1348,  1354). 


2. 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
1960. 

D.  D.  Thomas. 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Air  Traffic  Management. 


(F.R.  Doc.  60-2147;  Filed,  Mar.  8.  1960; 
8:46  a.in.] 

[14  CFR  Parts  600,  601  1 

[  Alrspcu:e  Docket  No.  60-NY-6] 

FEDERAL  AIRWAYS,  CONTROL  AREAS 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 
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Revocation 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  me  by  the  Administrator  ( S  409.13, 
24  F.R.  3499) ,  notice  is  herejoy  given  that 
the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  consid¬ 
ering  an  amendment  to  SS  600.233. 
601.233  and  601.4233  of  the  r^rulations  of 
the  Administrator,  the  substance  ci 
which  is  stated  below. 

Red  Federal  airway  No.  33  presently 
extends,  in  part,  from  the  Morris,  Conn., 
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intersection  (intersection  of  the  east 
course  of  the  Poughkeepsie,  N.Y.,  radio 
range  and  the  southwest  course  of  the 
Chicopee  Falls,  Westover  AFB,  Mass., 
radio  range)  to  the  Chicopee  Falls.  Mass., 
radio  range.  The  Federal  Aviation 
Agency  has  under  consideration  revoca¬ 
tion  of  this  segment  of  Red  33.  The 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  IFR  peak-day 
airway  trafllc  survey  for  the  period  July 
1,  1958,  through  June  30,  1959,  showed 
no  aircraft  movements  for  the  segment 
of  Red  33  from  Morris  intersection  to 
Chicopee  Falls.  On  the  basis  of  this  sur¬ 
vey,  it  appears  that  retention  of  this 
airway  segment  and  its  associated  con¬ 
trol  areas  is  luijustified  as  an  assignment 
of  airspace  and  that  the  revocation 
thereof  would  be  in  the  public  interest. 

If  this  action  is  taken,  the  segment  of 
Red  Federal  airway  No.  33  and  its  asso¬ 
ciated  control  areas  from  Morris,  Conn., 
intersection  to  Chicopee  Falls,  Mass., 
would  be  revoked.  In  addition,  the  cap¬ 
tion  to  §  601.4233  relating  to  designated 
reporting  points  would  be  amended  to 
conform  to  the  modified  airway. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  d^ire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Chief,  Air 
TraflBc  Management  Division,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  Federal  Building,  New 
York  International  Airport,  Jamaica  30, 
N.Y.  All  communications  received  within 
forty-five  days  after  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  will  be 
considered  before  action  is  taken  on 
the  proposed  amendment.  No  public 
hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Management  Division  Chief, 
or  the  Chief,  Airspace  Utilization  Divi¬ 
sion,  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Washing¬ 
ton  25,  D.C.  Any  data,  views  or  argu¬ 
ments  presented  during  such  conferences 
must  also  be  submitted  in  writing  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  this  notice  in  order  to 
become  part  of  the  record  for  considera¬ 
tion.  The  proposal  contained  in  this 
notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light  of 
comments  received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons  at 
the  Docket  Section,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Room  B-316,  1711  New  York 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C.  An 
informal  Docket  will  also  be  available 
for  examination  at  the  office  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  Air  Traffic  Management  Division 
Chief. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
sections  307(a)  and  313(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749, 
752;  49  U.S.C.  1348,  1354). 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.,  on  March 
2, 1960. 

D.  D.  Thobias, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Air  Traffic  Management. 

|F.R.  Doc.  60-2146;  FUed,  Mar.  8,  1660; 

8:46  a.m.] 

.  No.  47 - 8 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[  47  CFR  Part  3  1 

[Docket  No.  13419;  FCC  60-192] 

TABLE  OF  ASSIGNMENTS;  TELEVISION 
BROADCAST  STATIONS 

Waycross,  Ga. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  the 
petition  of  the  Georgia  State  Board  of 
Education  requesting  reservation  of 
Channel  8  as  a  noncommercial,  educa¬ 
tional  television  station  at  Waycross, 
Georgia,  and  further  requesting  that  its 
outstanding  authorization  be  conformed 
to  specify  construction  as  a  noncommer¬ 
cial,  educational  station.  Channel  16, 
as  at  present,  would  remain  assigned  for 
future  commercial  use.  No  other 
changes  in  the  Table  of  Assignments  are 
contemplated. 

2.  We  note  that  on  April  15.  1958,  the 
Georgia  State  Department  of  Education 
petitioned  the  Commission  to  reserve 
Channel  8  at  Waycross  as  a  noncommer¬ 
cial,  educational  station.  We  denied  this 
petition  on  October  15,  1958,*  on  the 
ground  that  the  public  interest  would  be 
better  served  by  permitting  all  inter¬ 
ested  parties,  both  commercial  and  edu¬ 
cational  entities,  to  apply  for  the  chan¬ 
nel  and  have  their  respective  proposals 
considered  on  their  compai'ative  merits. 

3.  Two  competing  applications  were 
filed  for  the  Channel  8  facility.*  The 
application  of  the  Georgia  State  Board 
of  Education  was  granted  on  April  9, 
1959.  The  applicant,  petitioner  herein, 
proposes  to  operate  on  a  noncommercial, 
educational  basis.* 

4.  In  a  related  rule-making  proceed¬ 
ing  instituted  by  the  Joint  Council  on 
Educational  Television,*  we  acknowl¬ 
edged  that  the  Georgia  State  Board  of 
Education  is  authorized  to  construct  a 
station  on  Channel  8;  and  that  it  pro¬ 
poses  a  noncommercial,  educational  op¬ 
eration.  We  found,  however,  that  cir¬ 
cumstances  would  not  permit  us  to  act 
on  the  proposal  of  JCET  that  Channel  8 
be  reserved;  but  we  stated  that  should 
the  permittee,  the  Georgia  State  Board 


*  Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order  (PCC 
58-981)  released  October  17,  1958. 

^  The  applications  were  filed  by  John  H. 
Phipps,  Docket  No.  12714,  BPCrr-2423;  and 
the  Georgia  State  Board  of  Education,  Docket 
No.  12716,  BPCT-2601. 

*The  application  of  John  H.  Phipps  was 
dismissed  on  February  5,  1959.  See  Order, 
Docket  No.  12714  (FCC  59M-168),  released 
February  6,  1959.  In  the  Agpreement  at¬ 
tached  to  the  Motion  to  Dismiss  Application 
without  Prejudice  filed  by  Phipps  on  Febru¬ 
ary  4.  1950  (Docket  No.  12714),  the  State 
Board  of  Education  committed  itself  to  re¬ 
quest  the  Commission  to  reserve  Channel  8 
for  educational  use  exclusively.  The  Board 
is  carrying  out  its  c<»nmitment  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

«RM-71.  This  proceeding  was  Instituted 
by  the  Joint  Council  on  Educational  Televi¬ 
sion  and  requested  reservation  of  VHF  chan¬ 
nels  in  five  cities,  including  reservation  of 
Channel  8  at  Waycross,  Georgia. 


of  Education,  request  it.  we  would  be 
prepared  to  consider  assigning  the  sta¬ 
tion  for  noncommercial,  educational  use 
exclusively. 

5.  Under  these  circumstances,  we  are 
of  the  view  that  the  public  interest  would 
be  served  by  granting  the  petition  of  the 
Georgia  State  Board  of  Education  and 
considering  the  amendments  proposed 
therein  as  follows: 


City 

Channel  Nos. 

Present 

Proposed 

AVaycross,  Oa.......... ....... 

S+.  16 

•8+,16 

6.  Authority  for  adoption  of  the 
amendments  herein  is  contained  in  sec¬ 
tions  4(i)  and  303  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 

7.  Any  interested  party  who  is  of  the 
opinion  that  the  proposed  amendments 
should  not  be  adopted,  or  should  not  be 
adopted  in  the  form  set  forth  herein, 
may  file  with  the  Commission  on  or  be¬ 
fore  April  8, 1960,  a  written  statement  or 
brief  setting  forth  his  comments.  Com¬ 
ments  in  support  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  may  also  be  filed  on  or  before  the 
same  date.  Comments  or  briefs  in  reply 
to  the  original  comments  may  be  filed 
within  15  days  from  the  last  day  for  fil¬ 
ing  said  original  comments.  No  addi¬ 
tional  comments  may  be  filed  unless  (1) 
specifically  requested  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  or  (2)  good  cause  for  the  filing  of 
such  additional  comments  is  established. 

8.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  1.54  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  an 
original  and  14  copies  of  all  statements, 
briefs,  or  comments  shall  be  furnished 
the  Commission. 

Adopted:  March  2, 1960. 

Released :  March  4. 1960. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  60-2176;  Filed.  Mar.  8,  I960: 
8:49  a.m.] 


[  47  CFR  Part  3  ] 

(Docket  No.  13421;  FCC  60-194] 

TABLE  OF  ASSIGNMENTS;  TELEVISION 
BROADCAST  STATIONS 

Prescott,  Ariz. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  the 
petition  of  Thunderbird  Broadcasting 
Company  (Thunderbird),  licensee  of 
standard  broadcast  Station  KNOT, 
Prescott,  Arizona,  which  looks  toward 
amendment  ot  S  3.606,  Table  of  Assign¬ 
ments,  Television  Bro^cast  Stations,  in 
the  following  respects: 


City 

Obannel  No. 

Preaent 

PropoMd 

Prcaoott,  Arta _  _ _ 

li 

T,'lf 

2020 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


.  2.  In  support  oi  its  pr(HX>sal.  petitioner 
shows  that  there  is  little  probability  that 
the  existing  Channel  15  assignment  will 
be  implemented,  due  to  competition  fr(nn 
a  community  antenna  system  which  pro¬ 
vides  a  four-channel  service  from  the 
Phoenix  market  to  a  large  number  of 
VHP  television  receivers  in  the  area; 
that  the  prcHXMsal  to  assign  Channel  7 
to  Prescott  meets  our  minimum  spacing 
requirements,  the  nearest  co-channel 
and  adjacent  channel  stations  and  as¬ 
signments  being  well  over  190  and  60 
miles,  respectively,  from  Prescott;  and 
that  there  is  a  need  for  the  service  at 
Prescott.  Further,  Thunderbird  gives 
assurance  that  it  would  apply  for  a  con¬ 
struction  permit  for  the  facility  in  the 
event  the  channel  is  assigned  to  Prescott. 


3.  Under  these  circiunstances,  we  are 
of  the  view  that  the  public  interest 
would  be  served  by  granting  the  petition 
of  Thunderbird  and  considering  the 
amendment  proposed  therein. 

4.  Authority  for  adoption  of  the 
amendments  herein  Is  contained  in  sec¬ 
tions  4(i),  303,  and  307(b)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 

5.  Any  interested  party  who  is  of  the 
opinion  that  the  propos^  amendments 
should  not  be  adopted,  or  should  not 
be  adopted  in  the  form  set  forth  herein, 
may  file  with  the  Commission  on  or  be¬ 
fore  April  8.  1960,  a  written  statement 
or  brief  setting  forth  his  comments. 
Comments  in  support  of  the  proposed 
amendments  may  also  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 


fore  the  same  date.  Comments  or  briefs 
in  reply  to  the  original  comments  may  be 
filed  within  15  days  from  the  last  day  for 
filing  said  original  comments. 

6.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
S  1.54  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  an 
original  and  14  copies  of  all  statements. 
Ixlefs.  or  comments  shall  be  furnished 
the  Commission. 

Adopted:  March  2, 1960. 

Released:  March  4, 1960. 


Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 


[F.R.  Doc.  60-2177;  Filed,  Mar.  8.  I960; 
8:49  ajn.] 
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CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

(Docket  7382;  Order  E-14973] 

FORT  WORTH  INVESTIGATION 
Order  To  Show  Cause 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  1st  day  of  March  1960. 

Pursuant  to  the  terms  of  the  Board’s 
order  in  the  original  proceeding  herein,* 
the  City  and  Chamber  of  Commerce  of 
Port  Worth,  Texas,  filed  a  motion  to  re¬ 
open  this  case.  Its  principal  complaints 
are  that  American  has  downgraded  its 
Port  Worth- Washington/New  York  serv¬ 
ice  since  the  Board’s  decision,  and  that 
BranifT  had  consistently  failed  to  provide 
service  between  these  communities.* 

American  Airlines.  Inc.,  Braniff  Air¬ 
ways.  Inc.,  Continental  Airlines.  Inc.,  and 
the  City  and  Chamber  of  Commerce  of 
Dallas.  Texas,  filed  answers  opposing 
Port  Worth’s  motion  on  the  grounds, 
inter  adia,  that  the  matters  alleged  were 
repetitious  and  had  been  fully  considered 
and  disposed  of  in  the  Board’s  decision. 
Bureau  Counsel,  on  the  other  hand, 
urged  the  Board  to  reopen  this  proceed¬ 
ing  for  further  consideration  of  the 
adequacy  of  Port  Worth’s  service  to 
Washington  and  New  York.  Replies  to 
Bureau  Counsel’s  answer  were  permitted 
by  the  Board  *  and  were  filed  by  all  the 
foregoing  parties  except  Continental. 

After  careful  consideration  of  the 
pleadings  now  before  us  in  light  of  the 
Board’s  1958  decision  and  the  require¬ 
ments  of  section  404(a)  of  the  Act,  it 
appears  that  the  service  offered  in 
the  Port  Worth-New  York/Washington 
market  is  no  longer  adequate  within  the 
meaning  of  that  section,  and  that  appro¬ 
priate  action  should  be  taken  to  remedy 
this  situation.* 

In  its  prior  decision,  the  Board  found 
American’s  service  in  the  Porth  Worth- 

*  Order  E-12996,  September  23,  1958;  Fort 
Worth’s  petition  for  modification  denied. 
Order  E-13309.  December  22,  1958.  In  Or¬ 
der  E-12996  the  Board  stated  that  “It  Is  In 
tlie  public  Interest  for  the  Board  to  retain 
Jurisdiction  of  the  present  proceeding  •  •  • 
in  the  event  reasonable  grounds  should  here¬ 
after  occur  fOT  believing  that  the  air  carriers 
serving  Port  Worth  may  no  longer  be  provid¬ 
ing  adequate  service,  (in  order  that]  further 
action  may  be  taken  herein.” 

*Fort  Worth  also  complained  of  the  serv¬ 
ice  provided  by  Continental  and  by  Trans- 
Texas  as  a  result  of  Board  action  in  other 
proceedings.  However,  neither  of  these  mat¬ 
ters  appears  relevant  to  the  issues  of  the 
Fort  Worth  case.  Further,  F\jrt  Worth’s  ap¬ 
pendix  to  its  reply  to  Bureau  Counsel’s 
answer  shows  schedules  of  service  between 
Port  Worth,  on  the  one  hand,  and  Chicago, 
Los  Angeles,  Hoviston,  and  Lubbock,  on  the 
other  hand. 

»  Order  E-14687.  October  27.  1959. 

^Fort  Worth’s  reply  to  Bureau  Counsel’s 
answer  does  not  provide  us  with  sufficient 
reason  to  take  any  action  as  to  Chicago,  Los 
Angeles,  Houston,  and  Lubbock. 


Notices 

New  York/Washington  markets  adequate 
at  the  time  of  decision,  although  it  may 
have  been  inadequate  in  certain  respects 
in  the  Porth  Worth-New  York  market 
prior  thereto.  Since  then  the  effective 
service — limited  stop  single  plane  serv¬ 
ice — ^provided  by  American  has  decreased 
significantly.  The  carrier  has  made  no 
showing  which  reasonably  justifies'  the 
diminished  service.*  In  view  of  the  rec¬ 
ord  and  circumstances  of  this  case,  we 
can  no  longer  consider  the  service  offered 
by  American  in  the  Port  Worth-New 
York/Washington  markets  as  adequate. 

'Turning  now  to  Braniff,  the  other  car¬ 
rier  authorized  to  serve  these  markets, 
we  note  that  its  service  has  not  changed 
in  any  respect  since  the  issuance  of  the 
Board’s  order — ^Braniff  offered  no  single¬ 
plane  service  in  either  of  these  markets 
in  May  1958,  and  does  not  offer  such 
service  currently.  At  the  time  of  its  de¬ 
cision,  the  Board  found  that,  while  Bran- 
iff’s  service  would  be  plainly  inadequate 
if  it  were  the  only  carrier  serving  these 
markets,  the  meager  response  of  Port 
Worth  travelers  during  the  period  that 
the  carrier  had  provided  single-plane 
service  demonstrated  that  Braniff’s  serv¬ 
ice,  considering  the  additional  services 
operated  by  American,  was  adequate  to 
meet  the  needs  of  the  public.  In  view 
of  the  present  inadequacy  of  American’s 
service,  it  is  apparent  that  Braniff’s  serv¬ 
ice  no  longer  meets  the  standard  re¬ 
quired  by  section  404(a)  of  the  Act. 

After  exploring  the  record  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  and  the  pleadings  filed  there¬ 
after,  we  believe  that  as  much,  or  more, 
effective  service  in  the  Port  Worth-New 
York/Washington  markets  should  be 
provided  as  at  the  time  the  Board  de¬ 
termined  the  service  was  adequate  (see 
Appendix  B  to  Order  E-12996). 
Whether  such  service  should  be  pro¬ 
vided  wholly  by  American,  or  partially  by 
American  and  partially  by  Braniff,  re¬ 
mains  to  be  decided.  We  shall  make 
such  determination  after  giving  the 
parties  an  opportunity  to  make  their 
views  known.  In  order  to  facilitate 
prompt  disposition  of  this  matter,  in¬ 
cluding  early  implementation  of  our  de¬ 
cision,  each  party  will  be  expected  to  file 
a  detailed  statement  of  proposed  find¬ 
ings  and  conclusions  together  with  the 
terms  of  a  proposed  order.* 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That: 

1.  'This  proceeding  be  and  it  hereby  is 
reopened  for  reargument  and  reconsid¬ 
eration  as  provided  hereinafter. 

‘Traffic  in  domestic  operations  has  grown 
substantially  since  the  record  was  closed,  but 
the  available  data  indicate  that  in  the  Fort 
Worth-New  York  market  it  has  increased 
only  moderately,  and  in  the  Fort  Worth- 
Washington  market  it  has  actually  decreased. 
No  reasonable  explanation  fmr  such  results 
appears  other  than  that  the  service  provided 
Fort  Worth  is  not  meeting  the  reasonable 
needs  of  that  city,  and  therefore  has  re¬ 
tarded  traffic  development. 

•  Of.  Nonpriority  Mail  Bates,  Order  E-14882, 
January  29,  1960. 


2.  American  be  and  it  hereby  is  di¬ 
rected  to  show  cause  wl^  the  Board 
should  not  issue  an  order,  pursuant  to 
section  404(a)  of  the  Act.  requiring 
American  to  provide  as  much,  or  more, 
single  plane  limited  stop  service  between 
Port  Worth,  on  the  one  hand,  and  Wash¬ 
ington  and  New  York,  on  the  other  hand, 
as  were  in  existence  and  reflected  in  re¬ 
spective  schedules  appearing  in  Appen¬ 
dix  B  of  Order  E-12996. 

3.  Braniff  be  and  it  hereby  is  directed 
to*  show  cause  why  the  Board  should  not 
issue  an  order,  pursuant  to  section  404 
(a)  of  the  Act,  requiring  Braniff  to  pro¬ 
vide  a  portion  of  the  volume  of  service 
as  set  forth  in  ordering  paragraph  “2” 
above. 

4.  Copies  of  this  order  shall  be  served 
upon  American.  Braniff,  Dallas,  Fore 
Worth,  and  Bureau  Counsel,  and  each 
such  party  shall,  within  twenty  days 
frexn  the  date  of  service  of  this  order, 
file  a  detailed  statement  of  proposed 
findings  and  conclusions  together  with 
the  terms  of  a  proposed  order.  There¬ 
after  oral  argument  shall  be  heard  by 
the  Board  on  March  30,  1960,  at  10:00 
a.m.  in  Room  1027,  Universal  Building. 
Connecticut  and  Florida  Avenues  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[SEAL]  Mabel  McCart. 

Acting  Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  60-2162;  Filed.  Mar.  8.  1960; 

8:48  a.m.] 

(Docket  No.  11197;  Order  No.  E-14979J 

PACIFIC  AIR  LINES,  INC. 
Excursion  Fare;  Order  of  Investigation 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  3d  day  of  March  1960. 

On  February  1. 1960,  Pacific  Air  Lines, 
Inc.  (Pacific)  filed  a  tariff*  to  become 
effective  on  March  7,  1960,  providing  for 
a  round-trip  excursion  fare  of  $25.00  be¬ 
tween  Burbank,  California  and  Las 
Vegas,  Nevada.  The  current  coach  fare 
per  mile  is  6.55  cents  and  the  proposed 
excursion  fare  per  mile  is  5.36  cents. 
Among  other  expressed  conditions  at¬ 
tached  to  the  use  of  the  proposed  fare  are 
that  the  return  trip  must  be  made  within 
two  days  after  the  date  of  departure  of 
the  going  portion;  stopovers  at  inter¬ 
mediate  points  will  not  be  permitted; 
and  no  reductions  will  be  made  for 
children. 

Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc.  (Docket 
11157)  and  United  Air  Lines.  Inc.  (Docket 
11156)  filed  complaints  alleging,  inter 
alia,  that  the  proposed  excursion  fare  is 
unreasonably  low  and  will  increase 
Pacific’s  need  for  subsidy;  that  Pacific 
would  merely  dilute  its  own  traffic  under 
the  proposed  fare  and  thus  suffer  dilu¬ 
tion  of  its  revenues;  that  Burbank-Las 

>  Pacific  Air  Lines,  Inc.  C.A.B.  3. 
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Vegas  is  essentially  a  trunkline  market 
outside  the  scope  of  the  traffic  objectives 
Pacific  was  certificated  to  serve;  and  that 
the  proposed  fare,  if  it  did  produce  new 
traffic,  would  tend  to  do  so  at  present 
peak  we^end  periods,  further  increasing 
the  imbalance  in  traffic  as  between  days 
of  the  week. 

The  foregoing  questions  raised  by  the 
complaints  warrant  an  investigation  of 
the  pr(H>06ed  excursion  fare.  These 
questions  are  similar  to  those  under  in> 
vestigatlon  In  the  Matter  of  Excursion 
Fares  Pr(H>osed  by  Pacific  Air  Lines.  Inc., 
Docket  10976,  instituted  by  Order  E- 
14614  of  November  5,  1959,  and  should 
be  consolidated  with  the  investigation 
ordered  herein.  However,  the  allegations 
of  unlawfulness  of  the  proposed  fare  and 
the  potential  impact  upon  the  competi¬ 
tors  of  Pacific  do  not,  in  our  opinion, 
warrant  suspension  pending  investiga¬ 
tion. 

The  Board  finds  that  its  action  herein 
is  necessary  and  appropriate  in  order  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  and  objectives 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
particulflU’ly  sections  204(a),  403,  404, 
and  1002  thereof. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That: 

1.  An  investigation  is  instituted  to  de¬ 
termine  whether  the  exciirsion  fare  and 
{provisions  between  Burbank,  California 
and  Las  Vegas,  Nevada,  appearing  in 
Pacific  Air  Lines,  Inc.’s  tariff  CA.B.  3, 
including  subsequent  revisions  or  modi¬ 
fications  thereof,  are  or  will  be  unjust, 
unreasonaUe.  unjustly  discriminatory, 
unduly  preferential,  unduly  prejudicial, 
or  otherwise  unlawful,  and  if  found  to 
be  unlawful,  to  determine  and  prescribe 
the  lawful  fare  and  provisions. 

2.  The  proceeding  ordered  herein  be 
consolidate  into  the  proceeding  ordered 
in  Docket  10976. 

3.  The  proceeding  ordered  herein  be 
assigned  for  hearing  before  an  examiner 
of  the  Board  at  a  time  and  place  here¬ 
after  to  be  designated. 

4.  The  complaints  of  Trans  World 
Airlines,  Inc.  in  Docket  11157  and  of 
United  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  in  Docket  11156, 
to  the  extent  each  requests  investigation 
of  the  proposed  fare  and  provisions,  are 
consolidate  herein.  In  all  other  par¬ 
ticulars  such  complaints  are  dismissed. 

5.  Copies  of  this  order  be  served  upon 
Pacific  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  Trans  World  Air¬ 
lines.  Inc.,  and  United  Air  Lines,  Inc., 
which  are  hereby  made  parties  to  this 
ipnceeding.  This  order  shall  also  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[SEAL]  Mabel  McCart, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  60-2163;  Filed,  Mar.  8,  1960; 

8:48  ajn.] 


(Docket  10064] 

WEST  COAST  AIRLINES,  INC. 

Notice  of  Prohearing  Conference 

In  the  matter  of  the  renewal  of  West 
Coast  Airlines’  temporary  intermediate 
points. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation 


Act  of  1958,  that  a  prehearing  confer¬ 
ence  in  the  above-entitled  proceeding  is 
assigned  to  be  held  on  March  31,  1960, 
at  10:00  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  in  Room  725,  Uni¬ 
versal  Building.  Connecticut  and  fWida 
Avenues  NW.,  Washingt(m,  D.C.,  before 
Elxa^iiner  Thomas  L.  Wrenn. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  March  2. 
1960. 

[seal]  Francis  W.  Brown, 

Chief  Examiner. 

(PH.  Doc.  60-2164;  Filed,  Mar.  8,  1960; 
8:48  a.m.] 


(Docket  11126] 

AEROVIAS  ECUATORIANAS,  C.A. 

Notice  of  Hearing 

In  the  matter  of  Aerovias  Ecuatorianas, 
C.A.,  permit  cancellation  case. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  that  hearing  in  the  above-entitled 
proceeding  is  assigned  to  be  held  on 
March  22,  1960,  at  10:00  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  in 
Room  701,  Universal  Building,  Connecti¬ 
cut  and  Florida  Avenues  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  before  Examiner  Curtis  C. 
Henderson. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  March  2, 
1960. 

[seal]  Francis  W.  Brown, 

Chief  Examiner. 

(F.R.  Doc.  60-2165;  Filed,  Mar.  8,  1960; 
8:48  am.] 


(Docket  10930] 

MODERN  AIR  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  AND 
JOHN  P.  BECKER  ENFORCEMENT 
PROCEEDING 

Notice  of  Oral  Argument 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  that  oral  argument  in  the  above- 
entitled  proceeding  is  assigned  to  be 
held  on  March  23.  1960,  at  10:00  a.m., 
e.s.t.,  in  Room  1027,  Universal  Building. 
Connecticut  and  Florida  Avenues  NW., 
Washington.  D.C.,  before  the  Board. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  March  2, 
1960. 

[SEAL]  Francis  W.  Brown, 

Chief  Examiner. 

(F.R.  Doc.  60-2166;  Filed,  Mar.  8,  1960; 
8:48  a.m.] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  13385;  FCC  60M-420] 

ANTENNAVISION  SERVICE  CO.,  INC. 

Order  Continuing  Hearing 

In  re  applications  oi  Antennavision 
Service  Company,  Inc.,  Phoenix,  Arizona, 
Docket  No.  13385;  for  construction  per¬ 
mit  for  new  fixed  radio  station  at  Oat- 
man  Mountain.  Arizona.  File  No.  2984- 
Cl-P-59  (KPK30) ;  for  construction  per¬ 


mit  for  new  fixed  radio  station  at  Tele¬ 
graph  Pass,  Arizona,  File  No.  2985-Cl- 
P-59  (KPK31). 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  imder 
consideration  a  change  in  the  date  for 
commencement  of  hearing; 

It  appearing  that  a  prehearing  confer¬ 
ence  was  held  on  March  2, 1960,  at  which 
time  the  posture  of  the  case  was  dis¬ 
cussed  and  all  parties  have  agreed  that 
the  hearing  should  not  be  commenced 
prior  to  the  middle  of  May; 

It  is  ordered,  This  2d  day  of  March 
1960,  that  the  hearing  now  scheduled  to 
commence  on  March  21  is  continued  to 
May  16,  1960. 

Released :  March  4, 1960. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  60-2168;  FUed.  Mar.  8,  I960; 
8:48  am.] 

(Docket  No.  13410;  FCC  60M-431] 

IDAHO  MICROWAVE,  INC. 
Order  Continuing  Hearing  Conference 

In  re  applications  of  Idaho  Micro- 
wave.  Inc.,  Docket  No.  13410;  for  con¬ 
struction  permit  for  new  fixed  radio  sta¬ 
tion  at  Kimport  Peak,  Idaho  (E1PL24), 
File  No.  2672-C1-P-58;  for  construction 
permit  for  new  fixed  radio  station  at 
Rock  Creek.  Idaho  (KPL25).  File  No. 
2673-C1-P-58;  for  construction  permit 
for  new  fixed  radio  station  at  Jerome, 
Idaho  (KPL26) ,  File  No.  2674-C1-P-58. 

It  is  ordered,  This  4th  day  of  March 
1960,  that  the  prehearing  conference  in 
the  above-entitled  matter  presently 
scheduled  for  March  18,  1960,  is  hereby 
continued  to  a  date  to  be  later  specified. 

Released:  March  4, 1960. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  60-2169;  Filed.  Mar.  8,  1960; 
8:48  a.m.] 

(Docket  No.  13326;  FCC60M-418] 

KDEF  BROADCASTING  CO.  (KDEF) 
Notice  of  Conference 

In  re  application  of  KDEF  Broadcsist- 
ing  Co.  (KDEF),  Albuquerque,  New 
Mexico,  Docket  No.  13326,  File  No.  BP- 
12293;  for  construction  permit. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  pre- 
hearing  conference  in  the  above-entitled 
proceeding  will  be  held  at  10:00  a.m.  on 
Wednesday,  March  9, 1960,  in  Room  206, 
Federation  Building,  9th  Street  and  Mt. 
Vernon  Place  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dated:  March  2, 1960. 

Released:  March  4, 1960. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  60-2170;  Filed,  Mar.  8,  I960; 
8:48  a.m.] 


Wednesday,  March  9,  1960 


FEDERAL  REGrSTER 
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[Docket  No.  1837Sr  PCC  60M-425] 

MORROW  RADIO  MANUFACTURING 
CO.  AND  RAY  E.  MORROW 

Order  Scheduling  Prehearing 
Conference 

In  the  matter  of  Morrow  Radio  Man¬ 
ufacturing  Co..  Salem.  Oregon,  and  Ray 
E.  Morrow.  Salem.  Oregon.  Docket  No. 
13373;  order  to  show  cause  why  there 
should  not  be  revoked  the  licenses  for 
Citizens  Radio  Stations  13W0470  and 
13W0089  and  why  a  cease  and  desist  or¬ 
der  should  not  be  issued. 

On  the  Hearing  Examiner’s  own  mo¬ 
tion:  It  is  ordered.  This  3d  day  of  March. 
1960.  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
§  1.111  of  the  Commission’s  rules  that 
the  parties  or  their  counsel  in  the  above- 
entitled  proceeding  are  directed  to  ap¬ 
pear  for  a  prehearing  conference  at  the 
offices  of  the  Commission.  Washington, 
D.C..  at  10:00  a.m.  on  March  11. 1960. 

In  order  to  conserve  time  coimsel  are 
requested  to  confer  a  day  or  two  before¬ 
hand  with  a  view  to  reaching  advance 
agreement  upon  such  routine  details  as 
the  manner  of  presentation,  dates  for  ex¬ 
change  of  exhibits  and  such  other  dates 
as  may  be  deemed  necessary.  In  view 
of  the  design  of  the  prehearing  confer¬ 
ence  procedure  to  encourage  the  formu¬ 
lation  of  agreements  by  the  parties  look¬ 
ing  towards  the  elimination  of  unessen¬ 
tials,  so  that  hearing  may  proceed  with 
proper  dispatch,  it  is  requested  that  the 
parties  or  their  counsel  attend  this  con¬ 
ference  prepared  fully  to  discuss — and  to 
agree  upon — such  matters  as  will  con¬ 
duce  materially  to  the  attainment  of  this 
objective. 

■  Released:  March  4, 1960. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mart  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

(P.R.  Doc.  60-2172;  Piled.  Mar.  8.  I960: 
8:48  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  13418;  PCC  60M-4221 

ALVIN  W.  STEVENSON 

Order  Scheduling  Hearing 

In  the  matter  of  Alvin  W.  Stevenson, 
6532  Catalpa  Drive,  Cincinnati  39.  Ohio. 
Docket  No.  13418,  order  to  show  cause 
why  there  should  not  be  revoked  the 
License  for  Citizens  Radio  Station 
19W2347. 

It  is  ordered.  This  2d  day  of  March 
1960,  that  David  I.  Kraushaar  will  pre¬ 
side  at  the  hearing  in  the  above-entitled 
proceeding  which  is  hereby  scheduled  to 
commence  on  April  29. 1960,  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.  C. 

Released:  March  4, 1960. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  60-2173;  Piled.  Mar.  8.  I960; 
8:49  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  13414;  PCC  60M-426] 

WDUL  TELEVISION  CORP. 
(WHYZ-TV) 

Notice  of  Prehearing  Conference 

In  re  aiH^lication  of  WDUL  Television 
Corp.  (WHYZ-TV),  Duluth,  Minnesota, 
Docket  No.  13414.  File  No.  BMPCT-5375; 
for  modification  of  construction  permit. 

There  will  be  a  prehearing  conference, 
under  Rule  1.111,  on  Monday.  March  21, 
1960,  at  9  a.m.,  in  the  offices  of  the  Com¬ 
mission.  Washington.  D.C. 

Dated:  March  3, 1960. 

Released:  March 4. 1960. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  60-2174;  FUed,  Mar.  8,  1960; 
•  8:49  am.] 


[Docket  No.  6517;  PCC  60M-429] 

WESTERN  UNION  TELEGRAPH  CO. 
AND  POSTAL  TELEGRAPH/ INC. 

Order  Scheduling  Prehearing 
Conference 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  for 
merger  of  the  Western  Union  Telegraph 
Company  and  Postal  Telegraph,  Inc., 
Docket  No.  6517. 


It  is  ordered.  This  3d  day  of  March 
1960,  that  a  prehearing  conference,  pur¬ 
suant  to  §  1.111  of  the  Commission’s 
rules,  will  be  held  in  this  matter  com¬ 
mencing  at  10:00  a.m..  March  15,  1960, 
in  the  Commission’s  offices  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

Released:  March  4, 1960. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  60-2175;  Filed,  Mar.  8,  1960; 
8:49  a.m.] 


[Mexican  List  219] 

MEXICAN  BROADCAST  STATIONS 

Changes,  Proposed  Changes,  and 
Corrections 

February  10, 1960. 

Notification  under  the  provisions  of 
Part  in,  section  2  of  the  North  Ameri¬ 
can  Regional  Broadcasting  Agreement. 
List  of  changes,  proposed  changes  and 
correction  in  assignments  of  Mexican 
Broadcast  Stations  modifying  the  ap¬ 
pendix  containing  assignments  of  Mexi¬ 
can  Broadcast  Stations  (Mimeograph 
47214-6)  attached  to  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  the  North  American  Regional 
Broadcasting  Agreement  Engineering 
Meeting  January  30,  1941. 


Call  letters 

Expected 

Location 

Power  kw 

Anten* 

Scho'l- 

Class 

date  of  com- 

na 

ule 

menceincnt  of 

operation 

600  kUocyclet 

i 

XEIIA  (eliantre  in  call 

Tecate,  Baja  California... 

0.25  kw . 

ND 

U 

IV 

Feb.  10,1900 

letters  from  XECC). 

690  kilocydtt 

XERO  (clianpe  in  call 

Monterrey,  Nuevo  Leon.. 

0.25  kw  D/0.2  kw 

ND 

u 

II 

Do. 

letters  from  XEEO). 

N. 

1 

770  kilocycles 

XEMV  (PO:  1530  kc)...*. 

Los  Mochls,  Sinaloa . . 

2.5  kw _ _ 

ND 

D 

II 

Aug.  10,1900 

8i0  kilocyclts 

XEEU  (delete  nssipn* 
ment  —  upon  «!om- 

Tepie,  Nayarit  _ 

1  kw . 

ND 

D 

n 

Tiixpan,  Nayarlt.  ,  _ . 

5  kw _ ...... 

Aug.  10,1900 

mencement  of  oner* 
ation  at  Tuxpan,  Na> 

yarlt). 

XEUX  (PO:  1340  kc  1 

ND 

D 

II 

kw  0/6.25  kw  N  IV). 

XE8B  (change  in  call 
letters  and  bicrea.se  in 

Sta.  Barbara,  Chihuahua. 

1  kw . 

ND 

D 

II 

Feb.  10,1900 

power.  PO:  XEES 
0.6  kw). 

860  kilocycles 

XEAL  (PO:  1490  kc  0.5 
kw  0^.25  kw  N). 

Manzanillo,  Colima _ 

1  kw _ .... _ _ 

ND 

D 

u 

Aug.  10,1900 

9i0  kilocycles 

i 

XEXK  (change  bi  call 
letters  from  XEEY). 

Easenada,  Baja  California. 

0.5  kw . . . 

ND 

D 

III 

Feb.  10.1900 

XEU  (now  in  operation 
on  new  frequency). 

Veracruz,  Veracruz . . 

5  kw  D/'0.6  kw  N.. 

ND 

U 

III 

Jan.  21,1900 

XEPK  (change  In  cal] 
letters  from  XEUM). 

Chihuahua,  Chihuahua. 

0  2.5  kw _ 

ND 

U 

IV 

Feb.  10,1960 

060  kilocycles 

XECO  (change  In  call 
letters  from  XEHA). 

Ciudad,  Chibnahua . . 

0.25  kw  D/D.1  kw 

ND 

U 

IV 

Do. 

-■  N. 

XEOB  (PO:8tO  kcO.25 

Coatzacoalcos,  Veraenu... 

1  kw  D/OJl  kw  N.. 

ND 

U 

lU 

Aug.  10, 1960 

kw  ND  D  U). 

New  (delete  assignment— 
upon  commencement 
of  operation  at  CoatZA* 
coafcoe,  Veracruz). 

1  kw  D/0.5  kw  N.. 

ND 

U 

III 

% 

2024 


NOTICES 


Call  letters 

Location 

Power  kw 

Anten¬ 

na 

Sdied- 

ule 

Glass 

Expected 
date  of  com- 
of 

(^ration 

XEOT  (new  assifcn- 

San  Pedro  de  las  Colonias 

9SO  kiloepdM 

0.5  kw . 

ND 

U 

III 

Aug.  10,1960 

ment). 

XKWL  (chanfte  in  call 

Coabuila. 

Noevo  Laredo,  Tamauli- 

tOOO  kUocydtt 

2.6  kw . 

ND' 

D 

II 

Feb.  10,1960 

letters  from  XEKO). 

XEAC  (chanite  in  call 

PM. 

Aguascalicntes,  Aguascal- 

It70  kHoepde$ 

1  kw . 

1 

1 

ND 

D 

II 

Do. 

ietters  and  increase  in 

ientes. 

iwwer.  P.O.  XEIY 
O.S  kw). 

XEUU  (change  in  call 
letters  from  XEUT). 

XEVE  (change  in  call 

Pottma,  ColimA  _  -- 

ItW  kilorydtt 

0.25  kw . 

X'D 

U 

IV 

Do. 

La  Pas,  Baja  California.. 

1910  kilocydet 

0.5  kw . 

.\D 

U 

Ill-B 

Jan.  10,1960 

letters  from  XEEX). 

XECW  (PO:  1600  kc). 

Los  Mochis.  Sinaloa . 

ISiO  kilocydet 

1  kw  D/0.2  kw  .\.. 

X'D 

u 

IV 

Aug.  10,1960 

XEOE  (new  assign- 

Tapachula,  Chiapas . 

0.5  kw  D/0.25  kw 

ND 

u 

IV 

Do. 

ment). 

XECO  (change  in  call 
letters  from  XEMX). 

XEEX  (new  assign- 

N. 

1990  kilocydei 

5  kw . 

ND 

u 

III-A 

Feb.  10,1960 

El  Dorado.  Sinaloa . 

liOO  kilocydet 

0.25  kw  D/0.15  kw 

ND 

u 

IV 

Aug.  10, 1960 

ment). 

XEES  (change  in  call 

Sta.  Barbara,  Chihuahua. 

N. 

1  kw  D/0.2  kw  N. 

ND 

u 

IV 

Feb.  10.1960 

letters  from  XESB). 
XEZe  (new  assign- 

Ciudad  Camargo,  Tam- 

0.‘25  kw  D/0.1  kw 

ND 

u 

IV 

Aug.  10,1960 

ment). 

XEHM  (change  in  call 

aullpas. 

Pacbuca,  Hidalgo . 

HtO  kilocydei 

0.25  kw  D/0.15  kw 

ND 

u 

IV 

May  10,1960 

letters  and  decrease  in 

X. 

day  power.  (PO:  1 
kw  D/0.16  ka'  N). 

XEDY  (new  assign- 

Cuervos,  Baja  California. 

UOO  kilocydet 

1  kw  D/0.2  kw  .V.. 

ND 

u 

III 

Aug.  10,1960 

ment). 

XEON  (delete  assign- 

Oaxaca,  Oaxaca . 

0.5  kw  l)/0.25  kw 

ND 

u 

IV 

ment— upon  oommenoc- 
ment  of  operation  at 

- 

.S. 

• 

Etia  Oaxaca). 

XEET  (increase  night 

Etla,  Oaxai^ _ _ ... 

lkwD,'0.25kw  N. 

ND 

u 

IV 

Aug.  10,1960 

power  from  0.15  kw). 

XEJR  (PO:  0.1  kw  U). 

Hidalgo  del  Parral,  Chi- 

nSO  kilocycle* 

1  kw  n/0.2  kw  N. 

ND 

u 

IV 

Feb.  10,1960 

huahua. 

Federal  Communications  Commission, 
[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

(P.R.  Doc.  60-2171;  Piled,  Mar.  8.  1960;  8:48  a.m.J 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE. 
COMMISSION 

(Notice  275] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

March  4,  1960. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant  to 
section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act.  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part  179) , 
appear  below: 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s 
special  rules  of  practice  any  interested 
person  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant 
to  section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition 
will  postpone  the  effective  date  of  the 
order  in  that  proceeding  pending  its  dis¬ 


position.  T^e  matters  relied  upon  by 
petitioners  'must  be  specified  in  their 
petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-PC  62972.  By  order  oi’  Febru¬ 
ary  29,  1960,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Gay  Hudson  Mov¬ 
ing  and  Storage  Company,  a  corporation, 
St.  Louis,  Missouri,  of  a  portion  of  a 
Certificate  in  No.  MC  22692,  issued  April 
1,  1942,  to  J.  E.  Dunlap,  doing  business 
as  Dunlap  Transfer,  Cairo,  Illinois,  au¬ 
thorizing  the  transportation  of  house¬ 
hold  goods,  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  between  Cairo,  Ill.,  and  points 
within  25  miles  of  Cairo,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Indiana, 
Ohio,  Kentucky,  Tennessee,  Arkansas, 
Mississippi,  and  Missouri.  George  M. 
Elliott,  316  Rio  Grande  Natl.  Life  Build¬ 
ing,  Dallas,  Texas. 

No.  MC-PC  62927.  By  order  of  Febru¬ 
ary  29,  1960,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Morgan  Pipe 
Haulers,  Inc.,  Greensboro,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  of  a  portion  of  Certificate  in  No. 


MC  70022,  issued  July  29.  1948,  to  Mor¬ 
gan  Trucking  Co..  Inc.,  Greensboro, 
North  Carolina,  authorizing  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  cast  iron  pipe  and  cast  iron 
pipe  fittings,  over  irregular  routes,  from 
Radford.  Va.,  to  points  in  North  Caro¬ 
lina  and  South  Carolina.  Charles 
Ephraim.  1001  15th  Street,  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington  5.  D.C.,  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-PC  62921.  By  order  of  Febru¬ 
ary  29,  1960,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  William  P.  Cart¬ 
wright.  dba  South  Prospect  Transfer, 
Kansas  City,  Missouri,  of  a  portion  of  a 
Certificate  in  No.  MC  105960,  issued  July 
3.  1946.  to  Mrs.  H.  T.  Swink,  dba  Swink 
Bonded  Transfer,  Jacksonville,  Texas, 
authorizing  the  transportation  of  house¬ 
hold  goods,  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  between  points  in  Cherokee  County, 
Tex.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Louisiana  and  Mississippi.  Tom 
B.  Kretsinger.  Kretsinger  &  Kretsinger, 
Suite  1014-18  Temple  Building,  Kansas 
City  6.  Missouri,  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC  62918.  By  order  of  March 
1,  1960,  the  Transfer  Board  approved  the 
transfer  to  Russell  E.  Alltop,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  Russell  E.  Alltop  Transfer.  Mar¬ 
tins  Perry,  Ohio;  of  Certificate  in  No. 
MC  42998,  issued  May  21,  1941,  to  J.  E. 
Martin.  Martins  Ferry,  Ohio;  author¬ 
izing  the  transportation  of:  Household 
goods,  between  points  in  Belmont.  Harri¬ 
son.  and  Jefferson  Counties,  Ohio,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Illinois.  Indiana.  Maryland,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  and  West  Virginia. 
James  M.  Burtch,  Jr.,  44  East  Broad 
Street.  Columbus.  Ohio,  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-PC  62896.  By  order  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  29,  1960,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  A.  B.  C.  Inc.,  120 
Plsmipton  Street,  North  Providence, 
Rhode  Island,  of  a  Certificate  in  No.  MC 
113583,  issued  Jime  30, 1952,  to  The  Short 
Line  of  Massachusetts.  Inc.,  63  East 
Main  Street,  Webster,  Massachusetts, 
authorizing  the  transportation  of: 
Passengers  and  their  baggage,  and  ex¬ 
press  and  newspapers  in  the  same  ve¬ 
hicles  with  passengers,  over  a  regular 
route,  between  Worchester,  Mass.,  and 
Putnam,  Conn.,  serving  intermediate 
points. 

No.  MC-FC  62993.  By  order  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  29.  1960,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Ward  Bros.  Trans¬ 
fer  ii  Storage  Co.,  Inc.,  Janesville.  Wis¬ 
consin,  of  a  Certificate  in  No.  MC  109955 
Sub  2,  issued  January  14,  1955,  to  Carl 
W.  Luedtke  and  Carl  W.  Luedtke,  Jr.,  a 
partnership,  doing  business  as  Ward 
Bros.  Transfer  &  Storage  Co.,  Janesville. 
Wisconsin,  authorizing  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  specific  commodities,  from,  to, 
and  between,  specified  points  in  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  Iowa,  Illinois,  Indiana.  Minnesota, 
and  Michigan.  Edward  Solie,  Solie  and 
Solie,  715  First  National  Bank  Building, 
Madison  3,  Wisconsin,  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC  63001.  By  order  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  29,  1960,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Edward  McCon- 
nach,  Brooklyn,  New  York,  of  a  Certifi¬ 
cate  in  No.  MC  907941  issued  November 
27. 1959,  to  Albert  DeVito,  doing  business 
as  DeVito  Motors,  Brooklsm,  New  York, 
authorizing  the  transportation  of  specific 
commodities  from,  to,  and  between  points 
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in  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey, 
and  Connecticut.  Morris  Honig,  150 
Broadway,  New  York  38,  New  Yoik,  for 
applicants. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  60-2157;  Plied,  Mar.  8,  I960: 
8:47  a.m.1 


[Notice  116] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  ALTERNATE  ROUTE 
DEVIATION  NOTICES 

March  4, 1960. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  propos¬ 
als  to  operate  over  deviation  routes  for 
operating  convenience  only  with  service 
at  no  intermediate  points  have  been  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  under  the  Commission’s  Deviation 
Rules  Revised,  1957  (49  CPR  211.1(c) 
(8) ),  and  notice  thereof  to  all  interested 
persons  is  hereby  eriven  as  provided  in 
such  rules  (49  CPR  211.1(d)(4)). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  in  the  manner  and 
form  provided  in  such  rules  (49  CPR 
211.1  (e) )  at  any  time  but  will  not  operate 
to  stay  commencement  of  the  proposed 
operations  unless  filed  within  30  dasrs 
from  the  date  of  publication. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  the  Commission’s 
Deviation  Rules  Revised,  1957,  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  identification  and  protests  if  any 
should  refer  to  such  letter-notices  by 
number. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  18121  (Deviation  No.  2) 
ADVANCE  TRANSPORTATION  COM¬ 
PANY.  2115  South  Pirst  Street,  Mil¬ 
waukee  7,  Wisconsin,  filed  February  24, 
1960.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
general  commodities,  with  certain  ex¬ 
ceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as  fol¬ 
lows:  Prom  Racine,  Wis.,  over  Wiscon¬ 
sin  Highway  11  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
41.  and  return  over  the  same  route,  for 
operating  convenience  only,  serving  no 
Intermediate  points.  The  notice  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  carrier  is  presently  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  the  same  commodi¬ 
ties  over  the  following  service  routes: 
From  Racine  over  Wisconsin  Highway 
20  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  41,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  28263  (Deviation  No.  1)  Mc- 
MAKEN  TRANSPORTATION  COM¬ 
PANY,  933  North  24th  Street.  Omaha  2, 
Nebraska,  filed  February  23,  1960.  Car¬ 
rier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general 
commodities,  with  certain  exceptions, 
over  a  deviation  route  as  follows:  From 
Plattsmouth,  Nebr.,  over  U.S.  Highway 
75  to  South  Topeka.  Kans.,  Interchange, 
and  thence  over  the  Kansas  Turnpike  to 
the  East  Wichita,  Kans.,  Interchange, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  54  to. Wichita 
and  return  over  the.  same  route,  for 
operating  cimvenience  only,  serving  no 


intermediate  points^  The  notice  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  carrier  is  presently  au¬ 
thorised  to  transport  the  same  commod¬ 
ities  over  a  pertinent  service  route  as 
follows:  From  Plattsmouth  north  over 
U.S.  Highway  75  to  Omaha,  Nebr.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  6  via  Lincoln,  Nebr., 
to  Fairmont,  Nebr.,  thence  south  over 
UJ3.  Highway  81  via  Belleville,  McPher¬ 
son,  and  Newton,  Kans.,  to  Wichita,  and 
return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  37490  (Deviation  No.  1) .  DUN¬ 
CAN  TRUCK  LINES,  Flandreau,  S.  Dak., 
filed  February  17,  1960.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle  of  general  commodities, 
writh  certain  exceptions,  over  deviation 
routes,  as  follows:  (A)  From  Gaylord. 
Minn.,  over  Minnesota  Highway  19  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  169,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  169  to  Shakopee,  Minn., 
thence  over  Minnesota  Highway  101  to 
Junction  Minnesota  Highway  13,  thence 
over  Minnesota  Highway  13  to  Junction 
Minnesota  Highway  55  (near  Mendota, 
Minn.),  thence  over  Minnesota  Highway 
55  to  Junction  Minnesota  Highway  5, 
thence  over  Minnesota  Highway  5  to  St. 
Paul.  Minnesota;  (B)  from  Ciaylord  to 
Shakopee,  Minn.,  as  described  above, 
thence  over  Minnesota  Highway  101  to 
Jimction  U.S.  Highway  65,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  65  to  Minneapolis.  Minne¬ 
sota;  and  (C)  from  the  Junction  of  U.S. 
Highway  212  and  Minnesota  Highway 
5  over  U.S.  Highway  212  to  St.  Paul,  and 
return  over  the  same  routes,  for  curat¬ 
ing  convenience  only,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  routes.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  operate  over  the  following  service 
routes:  Prom  Gaylord  over  Minnesota 
Highway  22  to  Glencoe,  Minn.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  212  to  St.  Paul;  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  ' 

No.  MC  109834  (Sub  No.  3)  (Devi¬ 
ation  No.  2)  NOVICK  TRANSFER  CO., 
INC.,  700  North  Cameron  Street,  Win¬ 
chester,  Va.,  filed  February  24,  1960. 
Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  of  general 
commodities,  with  certain  exceptions 
over  deviation  routes  as  follows:  (a) 
Prom  the  junction  of  U.S.  Highways  29 
and  50  near  Washington,  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  29  to  Charlottesville,  Va.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  250  to  Wasmesboro, 
Va.:  and  (b)  from  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
ways  29  and  50  near  Washington  over 
U.S.  Highway  29  to  junction  Virginia 
Highway  6,  and  return  over  the  same 
routes,  for  operating  convenience  only, 
serving  no  intermediate  points.  The 
notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is  pres¬ 
ently  authorized  to  transport  the  same 
commodities  over  pertinent  service  routes 
as  follows:  Prom  Baltimore,  Md.,  over 
U.S,  Highway  40  to  Frederick,  Md., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  340  to  Berry- 
ville,  Va.,  thence  over  Alternate  U.S. 
Highway  340  to  Winchester,  Va.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  11  to  Staunton,  Va., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  250  to  Waynes¬ 
boro,  Va,,  thence  over  Virginia  Highway 
151  to  junction  Virginia  Highway  6,  and 
thence  over  Virginia  Highway  6  to  junc¬ 
tion  UB.  Highway  29;  frmn  Baltimore 
over  U.S.  Highway  1  to  junction  UB. 


Highwasrs  29  and  50,  and  return  over 
the  same  routes. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  60-2156:  Filed,  Mar.  8,  1960; 
8:47  a.m.] 


[Notice  313] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  APPLICATIONS  AND 
CERTAIN  OTHER  PROCEEDINGS 

March  4, 1960. 

The  following  publications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  general  rules  of  practice  (49 
CFR  1.40)  including  Special  Rules  (49 
CFR  1.241)  governing  notice  of  filing  of 
applications  by  motor  carriers  of  prop¬ 
erty  or  passengers  or  brokers  under  sec¬ 
tions  206,  209  and  211  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  and  certain  other  pro¬ 
ceedings  with  respect  thereto. 

All  hearings  will  be  called  at  9:30 
o’clock  a.m..  United  States  standard  time 
(or  9:30  o’clock  a.m.,  local  daylight  sav¬ 
ing  time)  unless  otherwise  specified. 

Applications  Assigned  for  Oral  Hear¬ 
ing  OR  Pre-Hearing  Conference 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC  623  (Sub  No.  27),  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  25,  1960.  Applicant:  H.  MESSICK, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  214,  Duquesne  and  New¬ 
man  Roads,  Joplin,  Mo.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Turner  White,  809  Woodruff 
Building,  Springfield,  Mo.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Dangerous  explosives, 

blasting  agents,  supplies  and  materials, 
frmn  points  in  Jasper  County,  Mo.,  to 
Milltown  and  Marengo,  Ind.,  and  points 
within  six  miles  of  each  destination 
point. 

HEARING:  May  6,  1960,  at  the  Mis¬ 
souri  Public  Service  Commissimi,  Jeffer¬ 
son  City,  Mo.,  before  Joint  Bqard  No. 
160. 

No.  MC  6264-(Sub  No.  4) ,  filed  October 
2, 1959.  Applicant:  LEWIS  W.  GROOM, 
doing  business  as  L  &  N  TRANSFER. 
Route  No.  1,  Cassville,  Wis.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  a  regular  route, 
transporting:  General  Commodities,  in¬ 
cluding  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment, 
but  excluding  articles  of  unusual  Value 
and  Class  A  and  B  explosives,  between 
Dubuque,  Iowa,  and  Bagley,  Wis.,  from 
Dubuque  over  U.S.  Highway  61  to  junc¬ 
tion  Wisconsin  Highway  133,  thence  over 
Wisconsin  Highway  133  to  junction 
Grant  Coimty  Highway  N,  thence  over 
Grant  County  Highway  N  to  junction 
Grant  County  Highway  U,  thence  over 
Grant  Coimty  Highway  U  to  junction 
Grant  County  Highway  V,  thence  over 
Grant  County  Highway  V  to  junction 
Grant  County  Highway  W,  thence  over 
Grant  County  Highway  W  to  junction 
Grant  County  Highway  A,  thence  over 
Grant  CTounty  Highway  A  to  Bagley,  and 
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return  over  the  same  route,  serving  the 
intermediate  points  of  Burton  and  Bee- 
town,  Wis.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
conduct  operations  in  Iowa  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin. 

Note:  Any  duplication  with  present  au¬ 
thority  to  be  eliminated. 

HEARING:  May  16,  1960,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Office  Building,  Fifth  and  Court 
Avenue,  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  202. 

No.  MC  7746  (Sub  No.  96),  filed  No¬ 
vember  27,  1959.  Applicant:  UNITED 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  East  915  Spring- 
field  Avenue,  Spokane  2,  Wash.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney: ‘George  R.  LaBissoniere, 
654  Central  Building,  Seattle  4,  Wash. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  transporting: 
General  commodities,  except  those  of 
unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  and  commodities  in 
bulk,  serving  the  Azwell  Dam,  located 
approximately  fifty  (50)  miles  north  of 
Wenatchee,  Wash.,  on  the  Columbia 
River,  and  construction  installations 
within  fifteen  (15)  miles  of  the  Azwell 
Dam,  as  intermediate  and  off -route 
points  in  connection  with  applicant’s 
authorized  regular  route  operations. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  oper¬ 
ations  in  Idaho,  Montana,  Oregon,  and 
Washington. 

HEARING:  May  6,  1960,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Office  Bldg.,  First  and  Marion 
Streets,  Seattle,  Wash.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  80,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  William  R.  'Tyers. 

No.  MC  7746  (Sub  No.  99).  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  20,  1960.  Applicant:  UNIliSD 

TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  East  915  Spring- 
field  Avenue,  Spokane  2,  Wash.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  George  R.  LaBissoniere, 
654  Central  Building,  Seattle  4,  Wash. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities,  except  those  of  unusual 
value,  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  commodities  in  bulk  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment,  between 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  ‘95  and  U.S. 
Highway  30.  near  Fruitland,  Idaho,  and 
Pasco,  Wash.:  from  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  95  and  30  over  U.S.  Highway  30  to 
Jimction  U.S.  Highway  395,  and  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  395  to  Pasco,  and 
return  over  Uie  same  route,  serving  no 
intermediate  points  and  serving  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highways  95  and  30  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  joinder  only,  as  an  alternate 
route  for  operating  convenience  only  in 
connection  with  applicant’s  authorized 
regular  route  operations  between  Boise, 
Idaho,  and  Seattle,  Wash.  • 

Note:  Applicant  indicates  the  following  re¬ 
strictions  in  connection  with  the  proposed 
operations:  (1)  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  shipments  (a)  interchanged  by  car¬ 
rier  at  Seattle.  Wash.,  or  (b)  originating  at 
(M*  destined  to  points  In  Washington  on, 
north  or  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  Hoquiam, 
Wash.,  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
410  at  Yakima,  Wash.,  and  thence  along  an 
Imaginary  n(M*th-80Uth  line  extending  be¬ 
tween  Yakima,  Wash.,  and  the  United  States- 
Canada  boundary  line. 


HEARING:  May  3,  1960,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Office  Building,  First  and  Marion 
Streets.  Seattle,  Washington,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  81,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  William  R.  Tyers. 

No.  MC  10761  (Sub  No.  92).  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  15,  1960.  Applicant:  TRANS- 
AMERICAN  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC., 
1700  North  Waterman  Avenue,  Detroit  9, 
Mich.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Howell 
Ellis^  520  Illinois  Building,  Indianapolis, 
Ind.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities,  except  those  of  unusual 
value,  Class  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment,  serving 
Holmesville,  Ohio,  as  an  off-route  point 
in  connection  with  carrier’s  regular  route 
operations  between  Toledo,  Ohio,  and 
Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

HEARING:  April  14,  1960,  at  the  New 
Post  Office  Building,  Columbus,  Ohio, 
before  Joint  Board  No.  117,  or,  if  the 
Joint  Board  waives  its  right  to  partici¬ 
pate,  before  Examiner  Hugh  M.  Nichol¬ 
son. 

No.  MC  11185  (Sub  No.  117),  filed 
January  22.  1960.  Applicant:  J-T 

TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  INC.,  3501 
Manchester  Trafficway,  Kansas  City.  Mo. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  James  W.  Wrape, 
2111  Sterick  Building,  Memphis,  Tenn. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Aircraft  assemblies, 
requiring  special  handling  and  equip¬ 
ment  because  of  their  delicate  and  fragile 
nature,  from  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  to  Wichita, 
Kans. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  May  5,  1960,  at  the  Mis¬ 
souri  Public  Service  Commission.  Jef¬ 
ferson  City,  Mo.,  before  Joint  Board 
No.  195. 

No.  MC  17829  (Sub  No.  3) ,  filed  Febru¬ 
ary  15,  1960.  Applicant:  Di  SILVA 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  30  Middlesex 
Avenue,  Somerville,  Mass.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Mary  E.  Kelley,  10  Tremont 
Street,  Boston  8,  Mass.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by 
wholesale,  retail  and  chain  grocery  and 
food  business  houses,  and,  in  connection 
therewith,  equipment,  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  conduct  of  such  busi¬ 
ness,  except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
trucks,  from  Boston,  Mass.,  to  points  in 
Westchester  County,  N.Y.,  and  points  in 
Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Vermont,  Rhode 
Island,  and  Connecticut,  and  returned  or 
damaged  shipments  of  the  above- 
described  commodities,  on  return. 

Note:  Applicant  states  duplication  with 
existing  authority  is  to  be  eliminated;  also, 
that  the  juroposed  operations  will  be  con¬ 
ducted  under  a  continuing  contract  with 
Stop  &  Shop,  Inc. 

HEARING:  April  18,  1960,  at  the  New 
Post  Office  and  Court  House  Building, 
Boston,  Mass.,  before  Examiner  Alton  R. 
Smith. 

No.  MC  29566  (Sub  No.  63),  filed  De¬ 
cember  21,  1959.  Applicant:  SOUTH¬ 


WEST  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  1400 
Kansas  Avenue.  Kansas  City  5,  Mo.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Pepper,  ground  or 
not  ground  (in  mixed  shipments  with 
salt  and  related  articles,  not  to  exceed 
ten  (10)  percent  of  the  total  weight  of 
each  shipment) ,  from  Hutchinson,  Kans., 
and  points  within  one  (1)  mile  thereof, 
to  points  in  Missouri,  except  Kansas  City, 
St.  Joseph,  and  St.  Louis.  Mo.  Applicant 
is  authorized  to  conduct  operations  in 
Illinois,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Iowa,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Oklahoma,  Nebraska,  Colorado, 
Wyoming,  Indiana,  Texas,  South  Dakota, 
Kentucky,  and  Tennessee. 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  is  under  com¬ 
mon  control  with  Bulk  Motor  Transport,  Inc., 
MC  115767. 

HEARING:  May  9,  1960,  at  the  New 
Hotel  Pickwick.  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  195. 

No.  MC  30837  (Sub  No.  272)  (Republi¬ 
cation)  ,  filed  January  18, 1960,  published 
Federal  Register  February  10. 1960.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  KENOSHA  AUTO  TRANSPORT 
CORPORATION.  4519  76th  Street.  Keno-  • 
sha,  Wis.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Paul  F. 
Sullivan,  1821  Jefferson  Place  NW., 
Wsishington  6.  D.C.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Portable  camp  coaches  (camp  coach 
bodies  designed  for  installation  on  pickup 
trucks),  from  points  in  Los  Angeles, 
Orange,  and  San  Bernardino  Counties, 
Calif.,  to  points  in  the  United  States, 
including  Alaska,  and  except  those  in 
Hawaii. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned,  April 
18,  1960,  at  the  New  Mint  Building,  133 
Hermann  Street,  San  Francisco,  Calif., 
before  Examiner  Richard  H.  Roberts. 

No.  MC  34534  (Sub  No.  1),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  15,  1960.  Applicant:  BEN  HUEB- 
NER,  Denison,  Iowa.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  Ray  B.  Johansen,  222  Davidson 
Building,  Sioux  City  1,  Iowa.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meat,  meat  products  and 
meat  by-products,  as  defined  in  subdi¬ 
vision  A  of  Appendix  1  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carriers  Certifi¬ 
cate,  61  MCC  209, 272,  as  modified  by  the 
report  on  reconsideration  therein  de¬ 
cided,  April  6,  1953,  61  MCC  766,  from 
Denison.  Iowa,  to  Chicago  and  Streator, 
Ill.,  and  Commercial  Zones  thereof. 

HEARING:  May  19,  1960,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Office  Building.  Fifth  and  Court 
Avenues,  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  53. 

No.  MC  35835  (Sub  No.  14),  filed  No¬ 
vember  2,  1959.  Applicant:  ELMER 
JENSEN,  513  Ninth  Avenue  SE.,  Inde¬ 
pendence.  Iowa.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  William  A.  Landau.  1307  East 
Walnut  Street,  Des  Moines  16,  Iowa. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Malt  beverages, 
from  La  Crosse,  Wis.,  to  Waterloo,  Iowa, 
and  empty  containers  or  other  such  inci¬ 
dental  facilities  (not  specified)  used  in 
transporting  nialt  beverages,  on  return. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  oper¬ 
ations  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
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Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Ohio,  and  Wisconsin. 

HEARINO:  May  16,  1960,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Office  Building,  Fifth  and  Court 
Avenues,  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  202. 

No.  MC  44947  (Sub  No.  17) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  18,  1960.  Applicant:  DEIOMA 
trucking  CO.,  a  Corporation,  P.O. 
Box  891,  Mount  Union  Station,  Alliance, 
Ohio.  Applicant’s  attorney:  John  P. 
McMahon,  44  East  Broad  Street,  Colum¬ 
bus  15,  Ohio.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  or  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Floor  and  wall  tile, 
from  Canton,  Ohio,  to  points  in  New 
Jersey:  and  (2)  Damaged,  rejected  or  re¬ 
turned  shipments  of  the  above-specified 
commodities,  as  well  as  pallets,  contain¬ 
ers  and  other  devices  used  in  the  out¬ 
bound  transportation,  from  points  in 
New  Jersey  to  Canton,  Ohio. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  proposed  trans¬ 
portation  Is  to  be  performed  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  United 
States  Ceramic  Tile  Company.  A  proceeding 
has  been  Instituted  under  section  212(c)  In 
No.  MC  44947  (Sub  No.  14)  to  determine 
whether  applicant’s  statxis  Is  that  of  a  com¬ 
mon  or  contract  carrier. 

HEARING:  April  12,  1960,  at  the  Of¬ 
fices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before 
Examiner  C.  Evans  Brooks. 

No.  MC  50069  (Sub  No.  223),  filed 
February  23,  1960.  Applicant:  REFIN¬ 
ERS  TRANSPORT  &  TERMINAL  COR¬ 
PORATION,  2111  Woodward  Avenue, 
Detroit,  Mich.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  commodities,  in  bulk  (except 
sand,  gravel,  cement,  coal,  and  coke), 
between  points  in  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Kentucky,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylva¬ 
nia,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  Aprii  18,  1960,  at  the  Of¬ 
fices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  James  A.  McKiel. 

No.  MC  64820  (Sub  No.  2) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  8,  1960.  Applicant:  INDEPEND¬ 
ENT  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  409  Barnes 
Street,  Medford,  Oreg.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,- 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Pre-cut  buildings,  from 
Josephine  and  Jackson  Counties,  Oreg., 
to  Del  Norte,  Siskiyou,  Modoc,  Hum¬ 
boldt,  Trinity,  Shasta,  Lassen,  Tehama, 
Mendocino,  Sonora,  Lake,  Napa,  Butte, 
Sutter,  Sierra,  and  Nevada  Counties, 
Calif.,  and  redwood  lumber,  from  Del 
Norte  and  Humboldt  Counties,  Calif.,  to 
Jackson  County,  Oreg.,  on  return. 

HEARING:  May  12,  1960,  at  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission  Hearing 
Room,  410  Southwest  10th  Avenue,  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg.,  before  Joint  Board. No.  11 
or,  if  the  Joint  Board  waives  its  right  to 
participate  before  Ebcaminer  William  R. 
Tyers. 


No.  MC  79476  (Sub  No.  17) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  5,  1960.  Apblicant:  YOUNG’S 
MOTOR  TRUCK  SERVICE,  INC.,  10 
Grosvenor  Street,  Taunton,  Mass.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Russell  B.  Cur- 
nett,  49  Weybosset  Street,  Providence  3, 
Rl.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Sand, 
abrasive  or  foundry,  in  bulk,  in  diunp- 
type  trucks  and  dump-type  trailers, 
from  points  in  Barnstable  and  Plsrmouth 
Counties,  Mass.,  to  points  in  New  Hamp¬ 
shire. 

HEARING:'  April  14,  1960,  at  the  New 
Post  Office  and  Court  House  Building, 
Boston,  Mass.,  before  Joint  Board  No. 
114,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board  waives  its 
right  to  participate,  before  Examiner 
Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub  No.  322)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  filed  February  4,  1960,  published 
in  Federal  Register,  i^ue  of  February 
25,  1960.  Applicant:  WATKINS  MO¬ 
TOR  LINES,  INC.,  Cassidy  Road,  Thom- 
asvUle,  Ga.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Jo¬ 
seph  H.  Blackshear,  Gainesville,  Ga. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods,  meats,  meat  products.  Meat  By- 
Products  and  Dairy  Products,  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  from  points  in  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Maryland,  Virginia,  and  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Texas,  Arizona,  New  Mexico, 
Washington,  Oregon,  and  California. 

Note:  The  pxirpose  of  the  republication 
is  to  add  frozen  foods  to  the  list  of  commodi¬ 
ties  to  be  transported,  inadvertently  omitted 
from  previous  publication. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned 
March  30,  1960,  at  the  Offices  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  before  Examiner  Leo  A. 
Riegel. 

No.  MC  95876  (Sub  No.  15),  filed 
February  23,  1960.  Applicant:  ANDER¬ 
SON  TRUCKING  SERVICE.  INC.,  203 
Cooper  Avenue  North,  St.  Cloud.  Minn. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Donald  A.  Morken, 
1100  First  National-Soo  Line  Building, 
Minneapolis  2,  Minn.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Granite,  stone,  marble  and  slate,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Kansas.  Missouri  and 
Oklahoma,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Kansas,  Missouri.  Okla¬ 
homa,  Texas,  Nebraska,  South  Dakota, 
North  Dakota,  Minnesota.  Iowa,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  Illinois.  Indiana.  Ohio,  Michigan, 
Pennsylvania,  New  York,  and  Vermont. 
Granite,  stone,  marble  and  slate  and  ma¬ 
chinery,  equipment,  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  or  in  connection  with  the 
quarrying  and  fabricating  and  finishing 
of  monumental  and  structural  granite, 
stone,  marble  and  slate:  (1)  Between 
points  in  Minnesota.  (2)  The  right 
to  use  any  point  in  Minnesota  as  an 
alternate  gateway  to  other  authorized 
authority. 

HEARING:  April  1.  1960,  in  Room  926 
Metropolitan  Building,  Second  Avenue. 
South  and  Third,  Minneapolis,  Minn., 
before  Examiner  Donald  R.  Sutherland. 


No.  MC  99363  (Sub  No.  1),  filed  No¬ 
vember  4,  1959.  Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRUCKING  SERVICE,  INC.,  2608  Lake 
Avenue.  North  Muskegon,  Mich.,  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Kit  F.  Clardy,  Olds 
•Tower,  Lansing,  Mich.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Heavy  machinery  and  equipment  to 
be  handled  on  carryall  trucks,  winch 
trucks  or  pole  truck  equipment,  and 
empty  containers  or  other  such  inci¬ 
dental  facilities,  between  points  in  an 
area  in  Michigan  boimded  on  the  north 
and  west  by  Lake  Michigan,  on  the  east 
by  U.S.  Highway  131  and  on  the  south 
by  the  northern  boundary  line  of  Allegan 
Ctoimty,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Pennsylvania,  Ohio, 
Indiana.  Illinois,  and  Wisconsin.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  conduct  operations 
in  Michigan  under  the  second  proviso  of 
section  206(a)  (1). 

HEARING:  April  20,  1960,  at  the  Olds 
Hotel,  Lansing,  Mich.,  before  Examiner 
Hugh  M.  Nicholson. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub  No.  130),  filed 
February  15,  1960.  Applicant:  MOR¬ 
GAN  DRTVE-AWAY,  INC.,  500  Equity 
Building,  Elkhart,  Ind.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  John  E.  Lesow,  3737  North  Me¬ 
ridian  Street.  Indianapolis  8.  Ind.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Trailers,  designed 
to  be  drawn  by  passenger  automobiles,  in 
initial  movements,  in  truckaway  service, 
from  points  in  Oregon  to  points  in  the 
United  States  including  Alaska,  with  the 
exception  of  from  Pendleton,  Oreg.,  to 
points  in  Colorado,  Montana,  North 
Dakota,  and  Wyoming. 

HEARING:  May  12. 1960,  at  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission  Hearing 
Room.  410  Southwest  10th  Avenue,  Port¬ 
land.  Or^on,  before  Ebcaminer  William 
R.  Tyers. 

No.  MC  106271  (Sub  No.  6),  filed  De¬ 
cember  28,  1959.  AiH;>licant:  FRANCTS 
D.  GOOD,  Drexel,  Mo.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Gravel,  sand,  dirt,  lime, 
and  rock,  in  bulk,  in  dump  vehicles  and 
lime  truck  equipment,  from  points  in 
Bates  and  Case  Counties,  Mo.,  to  La 
Gygne,  Kans.,  and  points  within  twenty 
(20)  miles  of  La  Gygne.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  conduct  operations  in  Kan¬ 
sas  and  Missouri. 

Note:  Applicant  has  authority  under  MC 
106271  (Sub  No.  4)  to  transport  Gravel,  sand, 
dirt  and  limestone.  In  bulk,  from  La  Gygne, 
Kans.,  and  points  In  Kansas  within  20  miles 
thereof,  to  points  in  Bates  and  Case  Coun¬ 
ties.  Mo. 

HEARING:  May  3.  1960,  at  the  Mis¬ 
souri  Public  Service  Commission,  Jeffer¬ 
son  City,  Mo.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  36. 

No.  MC  106398  (Sub  No.  149),  filed 
January  25.  1960.  Applicant:  NA- 

’nONAL  TRAILER  CONVOY.  INC.,  1916 
North  Sheridan  Road.  Tulsa,  Okla. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Trailers, 
designed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger  auto¬ 
mobiles,  in  initial  movements,  in  truck¬ 
away  service,  from  points  in  Oregon  ex- 
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cept  fr(»n  PendleUm  and  McNary.  to 
points  in  the  United  States,  including 
Alaska. 

HEARING:  April  15.  1960,  at  the  In¬ 
terstate  Ck>inmerce  Commission  Hearing 
Room,  410  Southwest  10th  Avenue.  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg.,  before  Examiner  Richard  H. 

No.  MC  106965  (Sub  No.  137),  filed 
February  16.  1960.  Applicant:  M.  L 
O'BOYLE  li  SON.  INC.,  doing  business 
as  O'BOYLE  TANK  LINES.  1825  Jeffer¬ 
son  Place  NW.,  Washington  6,  D.C. 
AiH>licant*s  attorney:  Dale  C.  Dillon, 
1825  Jefferson  Place  NW.,  Washington  6, 
D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
commodities  (except  sand,  gravel,  ce¬ 
ment.  coal,  and  c(Ae),  in  bulk,  and 
rejected  shipments  thereof,  between 
points  in  Delaware,  Maryland.  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  New  Yoric,  North  Carolina,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania.  South  Carolina,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Notb:  Applicant  has  pending  contract  car¬ 
rier  authority  under  MC  112563  (Sub  No.  1). 
Dual  authority  under  section  310  may  be 
involved. 

HEARING:  April  18.  1960,  at  the  Of¬ 
fices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington.  D.C.,  before 
Examiner  James  A.  McKiel. 

No.  MC  107643  (Sub  No.  54).  filed 
November  23.  1959.  Applicant:  ST. 
JOHNS  MOTOR  .EXPRESS  CO.,  a  Cor¬ 
poration,  7220  North  Burlington  Avenue, 
Portland.  Oreg.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
George  R.  LaBissoniere,  654  Central 
Building,  Seattle  4,  Wash.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Dry  glue,  glue  stock, 
or  glue  ingredients  or  additives,  syn¬ 
thetic  resins,  in  bags  or  barrels,  from 
points  in  King  and  Pierce  Counties, 
Wash.,  to  points  in  Oregon,  and  empty 
containers  and  rejected  shipments,  on 
return,  and  (2)  dry  glue,  glue  stock,  or 
glue  ingredients  or  additives,  synthetic 
resins,  in  bags  or  barrels,  and  empty 
containers  and  rejected  shipments,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Multnomah  and  Wash¬ 
ington  Counties,  Oregon,  to  points  in 
Washington.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
conduct  operations  in  Idaho,  Oregon, 
and  Washington. 

HEARING:  May  5.  1960,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Office  Building.  First  and  Marion 
Streets.  Seattle,  Washington,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  45,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  rights  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  William  R.  Tyers. 

No.  MC  108106  (Sub.  No.  9) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  19.  1960.  Applicant:  ARMELLINI 
EXPRESS  LINES,  a  Corporation,  Oak 
and  Brewster  Roads,  Vineland,  N.J. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Jacob  Polin, 
426  Barclay  Building.  City  Line  at  Bel¬ 
mont  Avenue,  Bala-Cynwyd,  Pa.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transix)rting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties,  except  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission.  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment,  from  points 
in  and  south  of  Lee,  Henry  and  Palm 
Beach  Counties,  Fla.,  to  points  in  and 


north  of  Hunterdon.  Somerset,  and  Mid¬ 
dlesex  Counties,  N.J..  points  in  and  south 
of  Rockland  and  Westchester  Counties, 
N.Y.,  including  Long  Island,  and  those 
in  Fairfield  County,  Conn.  RESTRIC¬ 
TION:  'The  operations  to  be  conducted 
are  limited  to  traffic  having  an  imme¬ 
diately  prior  movement  by  air  or  water. 

HEARING:  April  12.  1960,  at  the  U.S. 
Army  Reserve  Building,  30  West  44th 
Street.  New  York.  N.Y.,  before  Examiner 
Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  109632  (Sub  No.  16),  filed 
February  8,  1960.  Applicant:  LOPEZ 
’TRUCKING.  INC.,  131  Linden  Street, 
Waltham.  Mass.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Kenneth  B.  Williams,  111  State  Street. 
Boston  9.  Mass.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Sectional  gymnasium  floors  and  out¬ 
door  board  trucks,  uncrated,  and  parts 
and  supplies  for  the  installation  thereof, 
when  transported  with  Sectional  gym¬ 
nasium  fioors  or  outdoor  board  trucks, 
between  Boston,  Mass.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  United 
States,  except  those  in  Alaska  and 
Hawaii. 

HEARING:  AprU  20,  1960,  at  the  New 
Post  Office  and  Court  House  Building, 
Boston,  Mass.,  before  Examiner  Alton 
R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  109637  (Sub  No.  143)  (correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  January  7,  1960,  published  in 
Federal  Register  issue  of  February  10. 
1960.  Applicant:  SOUTHERN  TANK 
LINES,  INC.,  4107  Bells  Lane,  Louisville 
11.  Ky.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Whiskey, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  between  points 
in  Kentucky,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Illinois.  Indiana, 
Kentucky.  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  and 
Tennessee. 

Note:  The  piirpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  change  the  word  from  to  between  as  shown 
above. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned 
March  31,  1960,  at  the  Kentucky  Hotel, 
Louisville.  Ky.,  before  Examiner  Victor 
C*  Swcsurins^Bii 

No.  MC  110080  (Sub  No.  3) ,  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  8,  1960.  Applicant:  A.  W.  CRAB- 
'TREE,  104  Western  Avenue,  Decorah, 
Iowa.  Applicant’s  representative:  A.  R. 
Fowler,  2288  University  Avenue,  St.  Paul 
14,  Minn.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Malt  bev¬ 
erages,  from  Omaha.  Nebr.,  to  Gutten- 
berg,  Iowa,  and  empty  containers  used 
in  transporting  the  commodities  specified 
in  this  application  on  return. 

HEARING:  May  20,  1960,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Office  Building,  Fifth  and  Court 
Avenues,  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  138. 

No.  MC  110388  (Sub  No.  20).  filed 
November  16,  1959.  Applicant:  UNION 
PACIFIC  MOTOR  FREIGHT  COM¬ 
PANY,  a  Corporation,  1416  Dodge  Street, 
Omaha  2,  Nebr.  Applicant’s  attorneys: 
John  J.  Burchell,  and  F.  J.  Melia,  Union 
Pacific  Railroad  Company,  1416  Dodge 
Street,  Omaha  2,  Nebr.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes. 


transporting:  General  commodities,  in¬ 
cluding  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  but 
excluding  those  of  unusual  value,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment.  (1)  Between 
Portland,  Oreg.,  and  Seattle,  Wash.,  over 
UB.  Highway  99.  (2)  Between  Kelso, 
Wash.,  and  Longview,  Wash.,  over  UJ3. 
Highway  830.  (3)  Between  junction  US. 
Highway  99  and  Washington  Highway 
12E  and  Napavine,  Wash.,  over  Washing¬ 
ton  Highway  12E.  (4)  Between  junction 

US.  Highway  99  and  Washington  High¬ 
way  IN  and  Chehalis,  Wash.,  over  Wash¬ 
ington  Highway  IN.  (5)  Between 
jimction  US.  Highway  99  and  Washing¬ 
ton  Highway  IN  and  Centralia,  Wash., 
over  Washington  Highway  IN.  (6)  Be¬ 
tween  junction  US.  Highway  410  and 
Washington  Highway  9,  near  Elma, 
Wash.,  and  junction  Washington  High¬ 
way  9  and  US.  Highway  99,  near  Grand 
Mound,  Wash.,  over  Washington  High¬ 
way  9.  (7)  Between  Olympia,  Wash., 

and  Hoquiam,  Wash.,  from  Ohmipia  over 
US.  Highway  410  to  Aberdeen,  Wash., 
thence  over  US.  Highway  101  to  Ho¬ 
quiam,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 
(8)  Between  Dupont.  Wash.,  and  Ta¬ 
coma,  Wash.,  from  Dupont  over  Wash¬ 
ington  Highway  5,  through  Steilacoom, 
Wash.,  to  Puyallup,  Wash.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  410  to  Tacoma,  and  return 
over  the  same  route.  (9)  Between  Puy¬ 
allup,  Wash.,  and  junction  US.  Highway 
99  and  Washington  Highway  5,  near 
Seattle,  Wash.,  over  Washington  High¬ 
way  5.  (10)  Between  Auburn,  Wash., 

and  junction  US.  Highway  99  and  Wash¬ 
ington  Highway  5,  over  Washington 
Highway  5.  (11)  Between  Kent.  Wash., 

and  junction  U.S.  Highway  99  and  Wash¬ 
ington  Highway  5A,  over  Washington 
Highway  5 A.  (12)  Between  Portland. 
Oreg.,  and  Huntington,  Oreg.,  over  US. 
Highway  30.  (13)  Between  Portland. 

Oreg.,  and  Troutdale,  Oreg.,  (a)  from 
Portland  over  Alternate  US.  Highway  30 
to  junction  US.  Highway  30,  and  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  30  to  Troutdale,  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  (b)  from 
Portland  over  unnumbered  county  road, 
known  as  Northeast  Halsey  Street  (also 
known  as  Barr  Road) ,  to  Troutdale,  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  (14)  Be¬ 
tween  Biggs,  Oreg.,  and  Kent,  Oreg.,  over 
US.  Highway  97.  (15)  Between  Arling¬ 
ton,  Oreg.,  and  Condon,  Oreg.,  over  Ore¬ 
gon  Highway  19.  (16)  Between  Heppner 

Junction.  Oreg.,  and  Heppner,  Oreg., 
over  Oregon  Highway  74.  (17)  Between 

Heppner,  Oreg.,  and  Condon,  Oreg.,  from 
Heppner  over  Oregon  Highway  207  to 
junction  Oregon  Highway  206,  thence 
over  Oregon  Highway  206  to  Condon,  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  (18)  Be¬ 
tween  Pendleton,  Oreg.,  and  Pilot  Rock, 
Oreg.,  over  US.  Highway  395.  (19)  Be¬ 
tween  North  Powder,  Oreg.,  and  junction 
Oregon  Highway  203  and  US.  Highway 
30,  from  North  Powder  over  unnumbered 
county  road  to  Union,  Oreg.,  thence  over 
Oregon  Highway  203  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  30,  near  La  Grande,  Oreg.  ( 20 ) 
Between  La  Grande.  Oreg.,  and  Joseph, 
Oreg.,  over  Oregon  Highway  82.  (21) 

Between  jimction  US.  Highway  30  and 
Oregon  Highway  207  approximately  five 
(5)  miles  east  of  Ordnance.  Oreg.,  and 
junction  Oregon  Highway  207  and  U.S. 
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Highway  395,  over  Oregon  Highway  207. 
(22)  Between  Junction  unnumbered 
highway  and  UB.  Highway  30.  near 
Stanfield,  Oreg.,  and  Junction  unnum¬ 
bered  highway  and  UB.  Highway  730, 
near  Umatilla,  Oreg.,  from  junction  un¬ 
numbered  highway  and  UB.  Highway  30 
near  Stanfield,  over  unnumbered  high¬ 
way,  through  Hermiston,  Oreg.,  to  Junc¬ 
tion  UB.  Highway  730,  near  Umatilla, 
and  return  over  the  same  route.  (23) 
Between  Umatilla,  Oreg.,  and  Yakima, 
Wash.,  from  Umatilla  over  UB.  Highway 
730  to  Junction  UB.  Highway  410,  thence 
over  UB.  Highway  410  to  Junction  \m- 
numbered  highway  approximately  three 
(3)  miles  west  of  Donald,  Wash.,  thence 
over  unnumbered  highway  to  Junction 
Washington  Highway  3A,  thence  over 
Washington  Highway  3A  to  Union  Gap. 
Wash.,  and  thence  over  UB.  Highway 
410  to  Yakima,  and  retiim  over  the  same 
route.  (24)  Between  Prosser,  Wash., 
and  junction  UB.  Highway  410  and  un¬ 
numbered  highway  approximately  six 
(6)  miles  west  of  Prosser,  Wash.,  from 
Prosser  over  unnumbered  highway, 
through  North  Prosser,  Wash.,  to  Junc¬ 
tion  UB.  Highway  410,  and  return  over 
the  same  route.  (25)  Between  Umatilla, 
Oreg.,  and  Kennewick,  Wash.,  from 
Umatilla  over  the  Columbia  River  Bridge 
to  Plymouth.  Wash.,  thence  over  Wash¬ 
ington  Highway  8  to  Kennewick,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  for  operating 
convenience  only.  (26)  Between  junc¬ 
tion  UB.  Highway  410  and  unnumbered 
highway  approximately  three  (3)  miles 
west  of  Donald,  Wash.,  and  Union  Gap, 
Wash.,  over  UB.  Highway  410,  for  oper¬ 
ating  convenience  only.  (27)  Between 
Pendleton,  Oreg.,  and  Spokane,  Wash., 
from  Pendleton  over  Oregon  Highway  11 
to  the  Oregon-Washington  State  line, 
thence  over  Washington  Highway  3E  to 
Walla  Walla,  Wash.,  thence  over  UB. 
Highway  410  to  Lewiston,  Idaho,  thence 
over  UB.  Highway  195  to  Spokane,  and 
return'  over  the  same  route.  (28)  Be¬ 
tween  Walla  Walla,  Wash.,  and  Wallula, 
Wash.,  over  UB.  Highway  410.  (29) 

Between  Waitsburg,  Wash.,  and  Prescott, 
Wash.,  over  Washington  Highway  3E. 
(30)  Between  junction  U.S.  Highway  410 
and  Unnumbered  County  Road  and  Ayer, 
Wash.,  from  Junction  UB.  Highway  410 
and  unnumbered  county  road  over  such 
unnumbered  county  road,  through  Star- 
buck,  Wash.,  to  Ayer,  and  return  over 
the  same  route.  (31)  Between  junction 
UB.  Highway  410  and  Washington  High¬ 
way  3L,  near  Dayton,  Wash.,  and  junc¬ 
tion  Washington  Highway  3L  and  U.S. 
Highway  410,  near  Pomeroy,  Wash.,  over 
Washington  Highway  3L.  (32)  Between 

Junction  U.S.  Highways  95  and  195,  near 
Lewiston,  Idaho,  and  Moscow,  Idaho, 
over  U.S.  Highway  95.  (33)  Between  St. 
John,  Wash.,  and  Steptoe,  Wash.,  over 
Washington  Highway  18.  (34)  Between 

Marengo,  Wash.,  and  Junction  Unnum¬ 
bered  County  Road  and  U.S.  Highway 
195,  near  Colfax,  Wash.,  from  Marengo 
over  unnumbered  county  road,  through 
Winona,  Wash.,  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  295,  thence  over  UB.  Highway  295 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  195,  and  return 
over  the  same  route.  (35)  Between  Pull¬ 
man,  Wash.,  and  Junction  Washington 
Highways  3H  and  2,  near  Opportunity, 


Wash.,  from  Pullman  over  Washington 
Highway  3  to  Oakesdale,  Wash.,  thence 
over  Washington  Highway  3H  to  Junction 
Washington  Highway  2,  and  return  over 
the  same  route.  (36)  Between  Oakes¬ 
dale,  Wash.,  and  Junction  UB.  Highway 
195  and  Washin^n  Highway  3,  near 
Rosalia,  Wash.,  over  Washington  High¬ 
way  3.  (37)  Between  Jimction  Washing¬ 

ton  Highway  3  and  Unnumbered  County 
Road  and  Seltice,  Wash.,  from  Junction 
Washington  Highway  3  and  unnumbered 
county  road,  near  Belmont,  Wash.,  over 
such  unnumbered  county  road  to  Seltice, 
and  return  over  the  same  route.  (38) 
Between  Plummer,  Idaho  and  Fairfield, 
Wash.,  from  Plummer  over  Idaho  High¬ 
way  5  to  the  Idaho- Washington  State 
line,  thence  over  unnumbered  highway 
to  Fairfield,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  (39)  Between  Spokane,  Wash., 
and  Wallace,  Idaho  over  UB.  Highway 
10.  (40)  Between  Wallace,  Idaho  and 
Burke,  Idaho  over  Idaho  Highway  4. 

(41)  Between  Spokane,  Wash.,  and 
Cheney,  Wash.,  over  U.S.  Highway  395. 

(42)  Between  Spokane,  Wash.,  and  Junc¬ 

tion  Washington  Highway  2H  and  UB. 
Highway  10,  near  Trentwood,  Wash., 
over  Washington  Highway  2H.  (43) 
Between  Coeur  d’Alene,  Idaho  and  East- 
port,  Idaho  over  UB.  Highway  95.  Serv¬ 
ing  aU  intermediate  points  on  the  routes 
described,  and  all  off-route  points  which 
are  stations  on  the  lines  of  Union  Pacific 
Railroad  Company.  The  proposed  serv¬ 
ice  is  subject  to  the  following  conditions: 
(1)  The  service  proposed  by  applicant 
shall  be  limited  to  service  which  is  aux¬ 
iliary  to  or  supplemental  of  the  service 
of  Union  Pacific, Railroad  Company;  (2) 
No  service  shall  be  rendered  to  or  from 
any  point  not  a  station  on  the  rail  lines 
of  Union  Pacific  Railroad  Company;  (3) 
No  shipment  shall  be  transported  by  ap¬ 
plicant  between  any  of  the  following 
points,  or  through  or  ft>  or  from  more 
than  one  of  said  points:  Huntington, 
Oreg.;  Umatilla-Pendleton,  Oreg.  (con¬ 
sidered  as  one) ;  Portland,  Oreg.;  Seattle, 
Wash.;  Spokane,  Wash.;  and  Tacoma, 
Wash,  (only  on  i^ipments  moving  from 
or  via  Portland  to  Tacoma,  or  from  or 
via  Tacoma  to  Portland) .  (4)  All  con¬ 

tractual  arrangements  between  the  car¬ 
rier  and  Union  Pacific  Railroad  Company 
shall  be  reported  to  the  Commission  and 
shall  be  subject  to  revision  by  it  if  and 
as  it  may  be  found  necessary  in  order 
that  such  arrangements  shall  be  fair 
and  equitable  to  the  parties.  (5)  Such 
further  conditions  as  the  Commission,  in 
the  future,  may  find  it  necessary  to  im¬ 
pose  in  order  to  restrict  carrier’s  oper¬ 
ation  by  motor  vehicle  to  service  which 
is  auxiliary  to,  or  supplemental  of  the 
rail  service  of  Union  Pacific  Railroad 
Company. 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  holds  authority 
in  Certificate  No.  MC  110388  Subs  4,  5,  8,  9 
and  14  within  the  territory  covered  by  this 
application  (set  lOTth  on  pages  6  and  6  of 
Instant  application)  subject  to  rail  restric¬ 
tions,  and  that  authority  over  the  routes 
covered  in  Subs  4,  5,  8,  9  and  14  described  in 
the  instant  application  is  requested  so  that 
the  commodity  description  may  be  made 
uniform,  and  in  order  that  all  operations  in 
the  areb  may  be  made  subject  to  the  key- 
point  restrictions  set  forth  above  instead  of 
restrictions  requiring  prlcMr  or  subsequent 


rail  movement,  now  prescribed  in  Subs  4,  5,  8, 
9  and  14.  Applicant  fvuiher  states  If  the 
authority  here  sought  is  granted,  applicant 
is  willing  that 'the  cwtificates  issued  under 
lie  110388  Subs  4,  5,  8,  9  and  14  be  can¬ 
celled  in  order  that  dui^lcate  authority  may 
be  eliminated  and  its  certificates  consoli¬ 
dated  and  simplified. 

HEARING:  May  16,  1960,  at  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission  Hearing 
Rocan,  410  Southwest  10th  Avenue,  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  81, 
or.  if  the  Joint  Board  waives  its  right 
to  participate  before  Examiner  William 
R.  Tyers. 

No.  MC  110563  (Sub  No.  12),  filed 
December  28,  1959.  Applicant:  COLD¬ 
WAY  P(X)D  EXPRESS,  INC.,  PO  Box 
259,  Sidney,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Herbert  Baker,  50  West  Broad  Street. 
Columbus  15.  Ohio.  Authmity  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Canned  mushrooms,  fr(xn  points  in 
that  part  of  Pennsylvania  Ijdng  on  and 
south  or  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Pennsylvania-New  Jersey  state  line  at 
I^iladelphia,  Pa.,  and  extending  west¬ 
ward  along  U.S.  l^ghway  30  to  Junction 
Pennsylvania  Highway  10  (formerly  U.S. 
Highway  122),  and  thence  southward 
along  Pennsylvania  Highway  10  to  the 
Pennsylvania-Maryland  state  line  (ex¬ 
cluding  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  other 
points  in  Pennsylvania  in  the  niiladel- 
phia  Commercial  Zone,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  to  points  in  Illinois.  In¬ 
diana.  Kentuc^,  Michigan,  Missouri, 
Ohio,  and  Wisconsin,  and  empty  con¬ 
tainers  or  other  such  incidental  facilities 
(not  specified)  used  in  transporting  the 
above-mentioned  conunodities  on  re¬ 
turn.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  operations  in  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Kentucky.  Maryland.  Massachusetts, 
Michigan,  Missouri,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania.  Wisconsin, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  April  14,  1960,  at  the  New 
Post  OfBce  Building,  Columbus,  Ohio,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Hugh  M.  Nicholson. 

No.  MC  112617  (Sub  No.  64),  filed 
February  1,  1960.  Applicant:  LIQUID 
TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5135, 
Cherokee  Station,  Louisville,  Ky.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Mr.  Joseph  J.  Leary, 
Me  Clure  Building.  Louisville  5.  Ky.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Coal  tar  and  coal 
tar  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Scioto  County.  Ohio,  to 
points  in  Virginia.  Kentucky,  Tennessee, 
and  West  Virginia,  and  rejected  ship¬ 
ments  on  return. 

HEARING:  AprU  13,  1960,  at  the  New 
Post  OfBce  Building,  Columbus.  Ohio,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Hugh  M.  Nicholson. 

No.  MC  113282  (Sub  No.  4),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  25,  1960.  Applicant:  CEMENT 
DISTRIBUTORS,  IN<X>RPORA'rED, 
5200  East  Marginal  Way,  Seattle  1,  Wash. 
Applicant’s  attorneys:  W.  Quinn  Mar- 
shaH  and  George  H.  Hart,  Central  Build¬ 
ing,  Seattle  4.  Wash.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Cement  and  pozzolan,  in  bulk,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Washington. 
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Non:  Applicant  request*  that  any  dupli¬ 
cation  with  present  authority  be  eliminated. 
Common  control  may  be  involTed. 

HEARING:  April  7,  1960.  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Office  Building.  First  and  Marlon 
Streets.  Seattle.  Wash.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  80.  or.  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  Richard  H.  Roberts. 

No.  MC  114098  (Sub  No.  8).  filed  Feb- 
ruary  26.  1960.  Applicant:  LOWTHER 
TRUCKINO  COMPANY,  a  Corporation, 
521  Penman  Street.  P.O.  Box  2115.  Char¬ 
lotte.  N.C.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Frank 
A.  Qraham,  Jr..  707  Security  Federal 
Building.  Columbia  1.  S.C.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Conduit  and  pipe,  and 
(2)  Fittings  and  attachments  for  Item 
(1) ;  to  be  transported  on  flat-bed  semi¬ 
trailers,  frmn  points  in  Marshall  Cotrnty. 
W.  Va..  to  points  in  Alabama,  Florida. 
Georgia.  Louisiana,  Mississippi.  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina.  Tennessee,  and 
Virginia,  and  empty  containers' or  other 
such  incidental  facilities  (not  specified) 
used  in  transporting  the  commodities 
specified  in  this  application. 

HEARING:  AprU  14.  1960.  at  the  Of¬ 
fices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington.  D.C..  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  John  B.  Mealy. 

No.  MC  114569  (Sub  No.  30).  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  23.  1960.  Applicant:  SHAFFER 
TRUCKING.  INC..  Elizabethville.  Pa. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Gross  Stop 
rolls,  metal  shovels,  and  building  ma¬ 
terials  made  of  sheet  metal,  from  plant 
site  of  Penn  Supply  &  Metal  Corporation, 
Philadelphia.  Pa.,  to  points  in  Alabama. 
Arkansas.  Illinois,  Indiana.  Kansas.  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Iowa,  Michigan,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  Minnesota,  Missouri.  Ohio. 
Coahoma,  Texas.  Tennessee.  Wisconsin, 
and  West  Virginia. 

HEARING:  April  13,  1960,  at  the  Of¬ 
fices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington.  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Lacy  W.  Hinely. 

No.  MC  115856  (Sub  No.  6) .  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  13,  1960.  Applicant:  TRANSPORT 
DELIVHRY  company,  a  Corporation, 
Thompson  Building.  Tulsa.  Okla.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  John  H.  Hendren, 
Central  Trust  Building,  Jefferson  City, 
Mo.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
and  petroleum  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Harrison  County,  Mo.,  to 
points  in  Iowa. 

HEARING:  May  9,  1960,  at  the  New 
Hotel  Pickwick,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  137. 

No.  MC  116544  (Sub  No.  6),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  12,  1960.  Applicant:  WILSON 
BROTHERS  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  700 
East  Fairview  Street.,  Carthage,  Mo. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Robert  R.  Hendon, 
Investment  Buelding,  Washington  5, 
D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Bananas, 
in  straight  and  in  mixed  loads  with 
exempt  agricultural  commodities  and 
cocoanuts,  from  Mobile.  Ala.,  Gulfport, 
Miss.,  and  New  Orleans.  La.,  to  points  in 


Missouri,  Kansas,  Nebraska.  Iowa,  South 
Dakota,  and  Wyoming. 

Note:  Applicant  hold*  contract  carrier 
authority  in  Permit  No.  liC  111200  and  Sub* 
thereunder.  Dual  operation*  \mder  section 
210  may  be  involved.  A  proceeding  ha*  been 
ln*tituted  under  section  212(c)  to  determine 
whether  applicant’*  status  is  that  of  a  con¬ 
tract  or  common  carrier  in  No.  MC  111200 
(Sub  No.  15). 

HEARING:  AprU  13,  1960,  at  the  Of¬ 
fices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  William  E.  Messer. 

No.  MC  117003  (Sub  No.  1).  filed  De¬ 
cember  21,  1959.  AppUcant:  PAUL  J. 
BRAY,  Box  5201,  Orlando,  Fla.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Richard  H.  Brandon, 
Hartman  BuUding,  Columbus  15.  Ohio. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Glassware  and 
clay  products  (other  than  clay  pottery 
and  earthenware) ,  from  points  in  Mus¬ 
kingum  County.  Ohio,  to  Shreveport,  La., 
and  points  in  Oklahoma  and  Texas.  (2) 
Clay  products,  glassware,  and  metal 
stands  for  clay  products,  (a)  from  points 
in  Perry  County,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama.  Arkansas.  Georgia,  Louisiana, 
Mississippi.  North  C^arolina,  Oklahoma, 
South  Carolina,  and  Texas,  (b)  From 
points  in  Muskingum  County,  Ohio,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas.  Georgia, 
Louisiana  (except  Shreveport),  Missis¬ 
sippi.  North  Carolina,  and  South  Caro¬ 
lina.  (3)  Clay  pottery,  metal  stands  for 
clay  pottery,  clay  saggers,  earthenware 
and  glassware,  from  points  in  Perry 
Coimty,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Florida.  (4) 
Glassware  and  clay  saggers,  from  points 
in  Muskingum  County,  Ohio,  to  points 
in  Florida.  (5)  Empty  containers  or 
other  such  incidental  facilities  (not 
specified)  used  in  transporting  the  com¬ 
modities'  specified  in  this  application, 
from  the  abov6-described  destination 
points  to  the  above-described  origin 
points.  resp>ectively. 

HEARING:  April  11,  1960.  at  the  New 
Post  Office  Building.  Columbus.  Ohio, 
before  Examiner  Hi^h  M.  Nicholson. 

No.  MC  117386  (Sub  No.  3),  filed  No¬ 
vember  23.  1959.  Applicant:  t.tctc  s. 
BURRIS,  P.O.  ]^x  227,  Bradgate,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  John  M. 
Ropes,  200  56th  Street,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
fertilizer,  in  bulk,  from  Humboldt  and 
Dakota  City,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Nebraska 
located  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  281, 
and  chemical  ingredients  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  liquid  fertilizer  on  re¬ 
turn.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  operations  in  Iowa  and  Minnesota. 

HEARING:  May  20,  1960,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Office  Building,  Fifth  and  Court 
Avenues,  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  138. 

No.  MC  117427  (Sub  No.  12),  filed 
January  4, 1960.  Applicant:  G.  G.  PAR¬ 
SONS,  doing  business  as  PARSONS 
TRUCKINO  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  746, 
North  Wilkesboro,  N.C.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Francis  J.  Ortman,  1366  National 
Press  Building,  Washington  4,  D.C.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 


routes,  transporting:  Lumber,  except 
plywo^  and  veneer,  (1)  from  points  in 
New  York  State  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  15,  from  points  in  Pennsylvania 
on  and  west  of  UJS.  Highway  220  and 
from  points  in  Ohio.  Michigan,  West 
Virginia,  and  Indiana,  to  points  in  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Virginia,  and 
Tennessee.  (2)  From  points  in  Jones 
County,  N.C.,  to  points  in  West  Virginia, 
Ohio,  Indiana.  Illinois.  Michigan,  points 
in  New  York  State  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  15,  and  points  in  Pennsylvania 
on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  220.  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  opera¬ 
tions  in  Florida.  Georgia,  Michigan, 
North  Carolina,  Ohio,  South  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  and  Virginia. 

Note:  Applicant  i*  also  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  operation*  a*  a  contract  carrier  in  Per¬ 
mit  No.  MC  116145,  therefore  dual  operation* 
may  be  Involved. 

HEARING:  April  12.  1960,  at  the  New 
Post  Office  Building,  Columbus,  Ohio, 
before  Examiner  Hugh  M.  Nicholson. 

No.  MC  118468  (Sub  No.  2).  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  11, 1960.  Applicant:  JOE  UMTHUN 
AND  VIRGIL  UMTHUN,  doing  business 
as  UMTHUN  TRUC^KING  CO.,  910  South 
Jackson  Street,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  A.  Lan¬ 
dau.  1307  East  Walnut  Street,  Des 
Moines  16,  Iowa.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Fertilizer,  in  bulk  and  in  bags,  from 
Joplin  and  St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  and  Law¬ 
rence.  Kans.,  to  points  in  Iowa. 

HEARING:  May  17,  1960,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Office  Building,  Fifth  and  Court 
Avenues,  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  55. 

No.  MC  119088  (Sub  No.  2).  filed  No- 
vwnber  25,  1959.  Applicant:  NORRIS 
A.  FOSTER,  Burchard,  Nebr.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting :  Agricultural  limestone 
and  rock,  in  bulk,  in  dump  or  spreader 
type  vehicles,  from  Pawnee  City,  Nebr., 
and  points  within  10  miles  thereof,  to 
points  in  Nemaha  and  Marshall  Coxm- 
ties,  Kans.,  and  empty  containers  or 
other  such  incidental  facilities  (not  spec¬ 
ified),  used  in  transporting  the  above 
commodities  on  return. 

HEARING:  May  13.  1960,  at  the  Ne¬ 
braska  State  Railway  Conunission,  Cap¬ 
itol  Building.  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  19. 

No.  MC  119247  (Sub  No.  1) ,  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  28, 1960.  Applicant:  EARL  L.  JACK- 
SON.  doing  business  as  JACKSON 
TRUCK  LINE,  308  St.  Louis  Street,  West 
Plains,  Mo.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Grover 
C.  Hoff.  408  Ridgely  Building,  Spring- 
field.  HI.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Fertilizer, 
and  feed,  in  bulk  and  bags,  from  points  in 
Madison  and  St.  Clair  Counties,  HI.,  to 
points  in  Wright,  Texas,  Shannon, 
Carter,  Oregon,  Howell,  Ozark,  and 
Douglas'  Counties,  Mo.,  and  points  in 
Sharp.  F^ilton,  Baxter,  and  Izard  Coun- 
tics  Arfe 

HEARING:  May  2.  1960,  at  the  Mis¬ 
souri  Public  Service  Commission,  Jef¬ 
ferson  City,  Mo.,  before  Joint  Board  No. 
243. 
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No.  MC  119356,  filed  January  4,  1960. 
Applicant:  PORK  CARRIERS,  INC., 
Route  5,  Washington  Court  House,  Ohio. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Kline  L.  Roberts, 
150  East  Broad  Street,  Columbus  15, 
Ohio.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dressed 
hogs  and  offal,  from  Collins  Packing 
Company,  Greenfield,  Ohio,  to  points  in 
Massachusetts,  Connecticut,  New  York, 
New  Jersey,  Maryland,  Pennsylvania, 
West  Virginia,  and  Virginia. 

HEARING:  April  13,  1960,  at  the  New 
Post  OfBce  Building,  Columbus,  Ohio,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Hugh  M.  Nicholson. 

No.  MC  119394,  filed  December  30, 1959. 
Applicant:  LEONARD  McKEE,  doing 
business  as  LEONARD  McKEE  LINES, 
10571  West  Michigan  Avenue,  R.F.D.  No. 
8,  Kalamazoo,  Mich.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  J.  T.  Hammond,  205-10  Gas  Build¬ 
ing,  170  E.  Wall  Street,  Benton  Harbor. 
Mich.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Waste 
paper  and  scrap  paper  stock,  from  points 
in  Connecticut.  Maryland.  Massachu¬ 
setts,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania.  and  Rhode  Island,  to  Plainwell, 
Mich.,  and  points  in  Kalamazoo  County, 
Mich.,  and  exempt  commodities  under 
the  provisions  of  section  203(b)  on  re¬ 
turn. 

HEARING:  April  21,  1960,  at  the  Olds 
Hotel,  Lansing,  Mich.,  before  Examiner 
Hugh  M.  Nicholson. 

No.  MC  119411,  filed  January  6,  1960. 
AppUcant:  MORRIS  C.  BAS’TIAN  AND 
HAROLD  E.  GARRETT,  doing  business 
as  BASTIAN  TRUCK  SERVICE,  206 
West  Davis  Street,  Monroe  City.  Mo. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Herman  W.  Huber, 
Attorney  at  Law,  101  East  High  Street. 
Jefferson  City.  Mo.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Feed  and  fertilizer,  from  East  St. 
Louis,  m.  to  points  in  Monroe,  Audrain, 
Ralls,  Pike,  Marion,  Shelby,  Lewis,  Knox, 
Clark,  and  Scotland  Counties,  Mo. 

HEARING:  May  2  1960,  at  the  Mis¬ 
souri  Public  Service  Commission,  Jeffer¬ 
son  City.  Mo.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  135. 

No.  MC  119423,  filed  January  8,  1960. 
Applicant:  WILKEY  k  LANKFORD, 
INC.,  Campbell.  Mo.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  William  B.  Sharp,  112  East  Main 
Street.  Malden.  Mo.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Commodities  in  bulk,  by  dump  truck 
(road  materials) .  from  Campbell,  Mo.,  to 
points  in  Clay.  Greene,  Chraighead,  and 
Mississippi  Counties,  Ark. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  operations  will 
be  to  road  Jobs  and  contractor’s  operations 
in  destinations  of  above-mentioned  counties. 

HEARING:  May  3.  1960,  at  the  Mis¬ 
souri  Public  Service  Commission,  Jeffer¬ 
son  City.  Mo.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  91. 

No.  MC  119451,  filed  January  25, 1960. 
Applicsmt:  FRED  ETHEL,  doing  business 
as  FRED  ETHEL  SUPPLY  COMPANY, 
R.D.  No.  1,  Shiloh,  Ohio.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Joseph  L.  Jerger,  100^  North 
Main  Street,  Mansfield,  Ohio.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Outboard  boats  and  in¬ 


board  boats,  between  points  in  Maine, 
New  Hampshire,  Massachusetts,  Rhode 
Island,  Connecticut.  New  York,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Ohio,  Michigan,  Indiana,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Wisconsin,  Delaware,  New  Jersey, 
Maryland,  Virginia.  West  Virginia,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Georgia,  Flor¬ 
ida,  Alabama,  Mississippi,  and  Louisiana. 

HEARING:  AprU  15.  1960,  at  the  New 
Post  Office  Building,  Columbus,  Ohio, 
before  Examiner  Hugh  M.  Nicholson. 

No.  MC  119454,  filed  January  25,  1960. 
Applicant:  C  &  M  TRUCKING,  INC., 
17A  Gordon  Street.  Allston,  Mass.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Arthur  A. 
Wentzell,  P.O.  Box  720,  Worcester  1, 
Mass.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting :  New 
automobiles,  namely,  busses,  chassis, 
passenger  cars,  trucks,  station  wagons,  of 
foreign  manufacture,  in  secondary  or 
subsequent  movements,  by  truckaway 
service,  (1)  from  Boston,  Pall  River,  and 
New  Bedford.  Mass.,  to  points  in  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  and  (2)  from  Bedford,  Boston, 
Fall  River,  and  New  Bedford,  Mass.,  to 
points  in  Maine,  and  damaged,  refused 
and/or  repossessed  new  automobiles,  as 
specified  above,  on  return. 

Note:  Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct 
operations  as  a  common  carrier  under  the 
Second  Proviso  of  section  206(a)(1)  in  No. 
MC  120193.  Applicant  states  that  in  the 
event  the  Commission  approves  the  authority 
sought  herein,  it  wlU  request  revocation  of 
the  second  proviso  filing;  that  it  does  not 
wish  to  operate  in  a  dual  capacity  of  com¬ 
mon  and  contract  carrier:  and  that  it  will 
conduct  the  proposed  operations  under  a 
continuing  contract  with  Hansen-MacPhee 
Engineering,  Inc.,  Bedford,  Mass. 

HEARING:  AprU  14.  1960,  at  the  New 
Post  Office  and  Court  House  BuUding, 
Boston.  Mass.,  before  Joint  Board  No. 
69.  or,  if  the  Joint  Board  waives  its  right 
to  participate,  before  Examiner  Alton  R. 
Smith. 

No.  MC  119462,  filed  January  18.  1960. 
Applicant:  G.  W.  REYNOLDS,  doing 
business  as  REYNOLDS  TRUCK  LINE, 
P.O.  Box  123,  Clifton  HiU,  Mo.  AppU- 
cant’s  attorney:  Herman  W.  Huber,  101 
East  High  Street,  Jefferson  City,  Mo. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Feed  and  fertilizer, 
from  points  in  the  East  St.  Louis,  lU., 
Commercial  2k>ne,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  to  points  in  Randolph, 
Charlton  and  Howard  Counties.  Mo.,  and 
to  Madison  in  Monroe  County,  and 
BoonviUe  in  Cooper  County.  Mo.,  and 
damaged,  rejected  and  returned  ship¬ 
ments  of  the  above-specified  commod¬ 
ities.  and  livestock  and  exempt  agri¬ 
cultural  commodities  on  return. 

HEARING:  May  4.  1960,  at  the  Mis¬ 
souri  Public  Service  Commission,  Jeffer¬ 
son  City,  Mo.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  135. 

No.  MC  119462  (Sub  No.  1).  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  18,  1960.  AppUcant:  G.  W.  REYN¬ 
OLDS.  doing  business  as  REYNOLDS 
TRUCK  LINE.  P.O.  Box  123,  CUfton 
HiU.  Mo.  AppUcant’s  attorney:  Herman 
W.  Huber.  101  East  High  Street,  Jeffer¬ 
son  City.  Mo.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Fertilizer,  from  Lawrence.  BAilitary 
and  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  to  points  in 


Randolph,  Chariton,  and  Howard  Coun¬ 
ties.  Mo.,  and  to  Madison  in  Monroe 
County,  and  Boonville  in  Cooper 
County,  Mo.,  and  damaged,  rejected  and 
returned  shipments  of  the  above-speci¬ 
fied  commoffities,  and  livestock  and 
exempt  agricultural  commodities  on 
return. 

HEARING:  May  4.  1960,  at  the  Mis¬ 
souri  PubUc  Service  Commission,  Jeffer¬ 
son  City,  Mo.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  36. 

No.  MC  119464,  filed  January  29,  1960. 
AppUcant:  BENJAMIN  J.  FERGUSON, 
doing  business  as  FERGUSON  HAUL¬ 
ING,  1229a  Lami  Street,  St.  Louis  4. 
Mo.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting :  Green 
Hides  and  salted  hides,  and  empty  con¬ 
tainers  or  other  such  incidental  facili¬ 
ties  (not  specified)  used  in  transporting 
the  conunodities  specified  in  this  appU- 
cation,  between  Alton.  HI.,  and  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  over  U.S.  Highway  67  (also  over 
Alternate  U.S.  Highway  67). 

HEARING:  May  5.  1960,  at  the  Mis¬ 
souri  PubUc  Service  Conunission,  Jef¬ 
ferson  City,  Mo.,  before  Joint  Board 
No.  135. 

No.  MC  119471,  filed  February  1.  1960. 
AppUcant:  FRANKLIN  H.  EATON,  27 
Chapel  Street,  Calais,  Maine.  AppU¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Mary  E.  Kelley,  10  Tre- 
mont  Street.  Boston  8,  Mass.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Fish,  commodities  used  or 
useful  in  the  processing  and  packing  of 
fish,  and  fishing  boat  machine  parts, 
supplies  and  equipment,  between  Boston 
and  Gloucester,  Mass,  and  the  port  of 
entry  on  the  International  Boundary 
Line  between  the  United  States  and 
Canada  at  or  near  Calais.  Maine. 

HEARING:  April  13.  1960.  at  the  New 
Post  Office  and  Court  House  BuUding, 
Boston.  Mass.,  before  Joint  Board  No. 
69,  or.  if  the  Joint  Board  waives  its  right 
to  participate,  before  Examiner  Alton 
R.  Smith. 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 

No.  MC  675  (Sub  No.  2),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  15,  1960.  AppUcant:  CLYDE  B. 
ALEXANDER,  doing  business  as  A.  It  M. 
TRANSIT  LINES,  1652  South  Morgan 
Avenue,  AlUance,  Ohio.  AppUcant’s 
attorney:  Robert  N. Krier,  3430 LeVeque- 
Lincoln  Tower,  50  West  Broad  Street, 
Coliunbus  15,  Ohio.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Passengers  and  their  baggage,  in 
round  trip  charter  operations,  beginning 
and  ending  at  points  in  Summit.  Port¬ 
age,  and  Stark  Counties,  Ohio,  and  ex¬ 
tending  to  New  York.  N.Y. 

Note:  In  Certificate  No.  MC  675  applicant 
holds,  among  other  authority,  authority  to 
transp<Mt  passengers  and  their  baggage.  In 
round-trip  charter  operations  beginning  and 
ending  at  points  In  Summit,  Stark,  and  Port¬ 
age  Coimtles,  Ohio,  and  extending  to  the 
District  of  Columbia,  Alexandria,  Va.,  and 
points  In  Arlington  and  Fairfax  Counties,  Va., 
with  no  pick-up  or  discharge  of  passengers 
en  route.  Applicant  states  as  follows:  The 
present  proposal  would  authorize  the  same 
type  of  operations  between  the  same  Ohio 
counties  and  New  York  City.  If  this  appli¬ 
cation  Is  granted.  appUcant,  In  addition  to 
round  trip  operations  between  points  In  the 
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named  Ohio  counties  and  New  York  City 
would  also  accept  charters  for  round  trips 
from  points  In  the  three  <^o  counties  to  the 
zyistrlct  of  Columbia,  Fairfax  and  Arlington 
Counties,  Va.,  thence  to  New  Tcx'k  City  and 
return  to  the  three  named  Ohio  counties. 
Applicant  docs  not  propose  to  pick  up  or 
discharge  passengers  en  route,  except  that  on 
round  trip  charters  between  the  named  base 
Ohio  cotmtles  and  New  York  City  In  con- 
Jtmctlon  with  round  trip  charter  operations 
under  present  authority  between  such  Ohio 
counties  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
Arlington  and  Fairfax  Counties,  Va.,  passen¬ 
gers  would  dlsembcuk  In  the  District  of 
Coltunbla  and  the  named  Virginia  Counties 
and  disembark  in  New  York  City.  If  this 
application  Is  granted.  It  will  be  acceptable 
to  the  i4>pllcant  to  consolidate  authority 
herein  sought  with  its  iu«sently  existing 
charter  authority  In  Certificate  No.  MC  675. 

HEARING:  April  15,  1960,  at  the  New 
Post  Office  Building.  Columbus,  Ohio,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  330,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Hugh  M.  Nicholson. 

No.  MC  119254,  filed  October  12. 
1959.  Applicant:  GEORGE  GROSS. 
1423  West  Lexington,  Independence. 
Mo.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Possen- 
gert  and  their  baggage,  in  round-trip 
operations,  beginning  and  ending  at 
Independence,  Mo.,  and  extending  to 
points  (m  the  International  Boundary 
line  between  the  United  States  and 
Mexico. 

Nor:  Applicant  states  It  Is  proposed  to 
transport  students  of  archaeology  to  archae- 
ologi4^  sites. 

HEARING:  May  10.  1960,  at  the  New 
Hotel  Pickwick.  Kansas  City.  Mo.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  334. 

AppLicAnoNS  IN  Which  Handling  Wirn- 
oirr  Oral  Hearing  Is  Requested 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC  25153  (Sub  No.  9) .  filed  Febru¬ 
ary  29.  1960.  Applicant:  MARTIN 
FREIGHT  SERVICE,  INC.,  100  Frick 
Avenue,  Waynesboro,  Pa.  Ai^licant’s 
representative:  Donald  E  Freeman, 
Uniontown  Road,  Box  24,  Westminster, 
Md.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Machine 
erg  and  machinery  parts,  and  loom  and 
damaged  machinery,  for  repair,  in  truck¬ 
loads,  between  Waynesboro,  Pa.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  on  the  other,  points  in 
Alabama,  Florida.  Georgia.  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  South  Carolina, 
and  Tennessee. 

No.  MC  30319  (Sub  No.  Ill),  filed 
February  18,  1960.  Applicant:  SOUTH¬ 
ERN  PACIFIC  TRANSPORT  COM¬ 
PANY,  a  corporation,  810  North  San 
Jacinto  Street.  P.O.  Box  4054,  Houston, 
Tex.  Applicant’s  attmney:  Edwin  N. 
Bell,  1600  Elsperson  Building,  Houston  2, 
Tex.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities,  except  those  of  unusual 
value,  dangerous  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  in  17  MC-C-467,  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment,  between  Lake  Ar¬ 
thur,  La.,  and  Gilbert’s  Landing,  La., 


over  Louisiana  Highway  717,  a  distance 
of  approximately  seven  (7)  miles. 

Note:  Ai^licant  states  authority  sougl^ 
is  to  serve  Oilbert’s  lAindlng.  La.,  as  an  off- 
rail  point  In  connection  with  regular  route 
operatloxis  between  Gueydan  and  Xjake 
Arthur,  La.,  over  Louisiana  Highway  14. 
Applicant  advises  It  Is  a  wh(dly-owned  sub¬ 
sidiary  of  the  Southern  Pacific  Ciompany 
and  Is  affiliated  with  Texas  and  New  Orleans 
Railroad  Company,  also  wholly  owned  by  the 
Southern  Pacific  Company. 

No.  MC  66562  (Sub  No.  1642),  filed 
February  29,  1960.  Applicant:  RAIL¬ 
WAY  EXPRESS  AGENCY,  INC.,  219 
East  42d  Street,  New  York  17,  N.Y.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorneys:  Slovacek  and  Gal- 
liani.  Suite  2800,  188  Randolph  Tower, 
Chicago  1,  ni.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  over  a  regular  route,  transporting: 
General  commodities,  including  Classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  moving  in  express 
service,  between  Algona,  Iowa,  and  Shel¬ 
don,  Iowa,  from  Algona  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  18  to  Sheldon,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  the  intermediate 
points  of  Cylinder,  Emmetsburg,  Ruth- 
ven,  *  Spencer,  Hartley,  and  Sanborn, 
Iowa,  and  the  off-route  points  of  Whitte- 
more,  Dickens,  and  Everly,  Iowa.  The 
application  indicates  the  service  to  be 
performed  by  applicant  shall  be  limited 
to  such  as  is  auxUary  to  or  supplemental 
of  rail  or  air  express  service;  and  ship¬ 
ments  to  be  transported  shall  be  limited 
to  those  moving  on  a  through  bill  of 
lading  or  express  receipt. 

No.  MC  66562  (Sub  No.  1643),  filed 
February  29.  1960.  Applicant:  RAIL¬ 
WAY  EXPRESS  AGENCY,  INC.,  219 
East  42d  Street,  New  York  17,  N.Y.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorneys:  Slovacek  and  Gal- 
liani.  Suite  2800,  188  Randolph  Tower, 
Chicago  1,  m.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  a  regular  route,  transporting: 
General  commodities,  including  Classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  moving  in  express 
service,  between  Sheldon.  Iowa,  and  In¬ 
wood,  Iowa,  from  Sheldon  over  U.S. 
Highway  18  to  Inwood,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  the  inter¬ 
mediate  or  off-route  points  of  Boyden, 
Hull,  and  Rock  Valley,  Iowa.  The  ap¬ 
plication  indicates  the  service  to  be  per¬ 
formed  by  applicant  shall  be  limited  to 
such  as  is  auxiliary  to  or  supplemental 
of  rail  or  air  express  service.  Ship¬ 
ments  to  be  transported  shall  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  those  moving  on  a  through  bill 
of  lading  or  express  receipt. 

No.  MC  80382  (Sub  No.  26) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  16.  1960.  Applicant:  BROOKS 
TRANSPORTAnON  COMPANY,  INC., 
1301  North  Boulevard,  Richmond  4,  Va. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Francis  W.  Mcln- 
emy.  Commonwealth  Building,  1625  K 
Street  NW.',  Washington  6,  D.C.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties,  except  those  of  imusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requir¬ 
ing  special  equiinnent,  (1)  between 
Greensboro,  N.C.,  and  Gastonia,  N.C., 
from  Greensboro  over  Combined  U.S. 
Highways  29  and  70  (also  over  Comlnned 


Alternate  UJ3.  Highways  29  and  70  to 
Junction  Combined  U.S.  Highways  29 
and  70)  to  Salisbury,  N.C.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  29  (also  over  Alternate 
UB.  Highway  29  to  Concord.  N.C.)  to 
Charlotte,  N.C.,  thence  continue  over 
UB.  Highway  29  to  Gastonia,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  the  inter¬ 
mediate  points  of  High  Point,  Salisbury, 
Concord,  Charlotte,  and  Belmont,  N.C., 
with  service  at  the  intermediate  points 
and  at  Gastonia  restricted  to  shipments 
transported  to,  from,  or  through  Dan¬ 
ville.  Va.;  (2)  serving  Durham.  N.C.  as 
an  off -route  point  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  authorized  regular  route  op¬ 
erations  between  Danville,  Va.,  and 
Greensboro,  N.C.,  restricted  to  ship¬ 
ments  transported  to,  from,  or  through 
Danville,  Va.;  (3)  between  Winston- 
Salem,  N.C.,  an  Greensboro.  N.C.,  from 
Winston-Salem  over  U.S.  Highway  421 
(also  over  North  Carolina  Highway  150 
to  KemersviUe,  N.C.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  421)  to  Greensboro,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points,  for  operating  convenience 
only;  (4)  between  Winston-Salem,  N.C., 
and  High  Point.  N.C.,  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  311,  serving  no  intermediate  points, 
for  operating  convenience  (mly;  and  (5) 
between  Winston-Salem.  N.C.,  and 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  52  and  Cmn- 
bined  U.S.  Highways  29  and  70  near 
Lexington.  N.C.,  over  U.S.  Highway  52, 
serving  no  intermediate  points,  but  serv¬ 
ing  the  said  Junction  for  Joinder  pur¬ 
poses  only,  for  operating  convenience 
only. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  Instant 
i4>pUcation  is  for  the  piirpose  of  converting 
iiregular-route  authority  to  regular-route 
authority,  and  that  authority  Is  not  sought 
to  provide  any  service  not  presently  author¬ 
ized  as  irregular-route  authority. 

No.  MC  107496  (Sub  No.  155),  filed 
February  23,  1960.  Applicant:  RUAN 
TRANSPORT  CORP.,  408  Southeast 
30th  Street,  Des  Moines,  Iowa.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  synthetic 
resin,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Val¬ 
ley  Park.  Mo.,  to  Memphis,  Tenn.,  and 
Des  Moines.  Iowa. 

No.  MC  119530,  filed  February  23. 
1960.  Applicant:  CLARENCE  MAY  AND 
SCOTT  PEARSON,  doing  business  as 
MAY  ’TRUCmNO  CO..  P.O.  Box  398, 
Payette.  Idaho.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Kenneth  G.  Bell,  203  McCarty  Building, 
Boise,  Idaho.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Prefabricated  buildings,  unassembled 
and  knocked  down  and  their  component 
parts  and  fittings,  from  Ontario,  Oreg., 
to  points  in  Idaho  south  of  Salmon  River, 
and  empty  containers  or  other  such  inci¬ 
dental  facilities  (not  specified)  used  in 
transporting  the  above-described  com¬ 
modities  on  return. 

Note:  A  proceeding  has  been  Instituted 
under  section  212(o)  to  determine  whether 
applicant’s  status  is  that  of  a  common  or 
contract  carrier  In  No.  MC  106871  (Sub  No. 
4).  Applicant  also  has  contract  carrier  au- 
thcnlty  tmder  MC  106871  and  Subs  there¬ 
under;  therefore  dual  operations  may  be 
involved. 
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No.  MC  119532,  filed  February  25,  1960. 
Applicant:  IRA  FARRELL  AND  LAUREL 
E.  FARRELL,  doing  business  as  IRA 
FARRELL  &  SON,  12  Starrett  Street, 
Houlton,  Maine.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Kenneth  B.  Williams,  111  State  Street, 
Boston  9,  Mass.  Authority  sought  to  op> 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Bananas,  fresh  fruit,  fresh  vegetables 
and  fresh  berries,  from  Boston,  Mass.,  to 
ports  of  entry  at  or  near  Calais,  Houl¬ 
ton,  and  Vanceboro,  Maine.  On  return 
trips,  except  commodities,  namely,  fresh 
vegetables  will  be  transported. 

Note:  The  fresh  fruit,  vegetables  and  ber¬ 
ries  will  be  on  the  same  vehicle  with  ba¬ 
nanas.  The  shipments  are  destined  to  points 
in  New  Brunswick,  Canada. 

No.  MC  119537,  filed  February  26,  1960. 
Applicant:  MIDLAND  SUPERIOR  EX¬ 
PRESS.  LIMITED,  1111  42d  Avenue  SE.. 
Calgary,  Alberta,  Canada.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Donald  A.  Morken,  1100  First 
National-Soo  Line  Building,  Minneapolis 
2,  Minn.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  G^eral 
commodities,  including  those  of  unusual 
value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk  and  those  requiring 
tpecial  equipment,  in  Montana:  (1)  be¬ 
tween  Sweetgrass  and  Shelby  over  U.S. 
Highway  91,  (2)  between  Shelby  and  the 
Montana-North  Dakota  State  line  over 
U.S.  Highway  2,  (3)  between  Wolf  Point 
and  Circle  over  Montana  Highway  13, 
(4)  between  Circle  and  Glendive  over 
Montana  Highway  20S,  and  (5)  between 
Olendive  and  the  Montana-North  Dakota 
State  line  over  U.S.  Highway  10;  in 
North  Dakota:  (1)  between  the  Montana- 
North  Dakota  State  line  and  the  North 
Dakota-Minnesota  State  line  over  U.S. 
Highway  2,  (2)  between  the  boundary 
line  between  the  United  States  and  Can¬ 
ada  at  Portal,  and  Jamestown,  over  U.S. 
Highway  52,  (3)  between  the  said  bound¬ 
ary  line,  near  Pembina,  and  Fargo,  over 
U.S.  Highway  81.  and  (4)  between  the 
Montana-North  Dakota  State  line  and 
the  North  Dakota-Minnesota  State  line 
(at  Fargo),  over  U.S.  Highway  10;  in 
Minnesota:  (1)  between  the  Canadian- 
United  States  border  at  Noyes,  and 
Crookston,  over  U.S.  Highway  75,  (2) 
between  Erskine  and  Detroit  Lakes  over 
n.S.  Highway  59,  (3)  between  East 
Grand  Forks  and  the  Minnesota-Wis- 
consin  State  line  (Duluth),  over  U.S. 
Highway  2,  (4)  between  the  North 
Dakota-Minnesota  State  line  (Moor¬ 
head)  and  Minneapolis-St.  I’aul  over 
U.S.  Highway  10,  (5)  between  Minneap- 
olis-St.  Paul  and  the  Minnesota- 
Wisconsin  State  line  over  U.S.  Highway 
12,  and  (6)  between  the  North  Dakota- 
Minnesota  State  line  (Moorhead)  and 
the  Minnesota-Iowa  State  line,  over  U.S. 
Highway  52;  in  Iowa:  (1)  between  the 
Minnesota-Iowa  State  line  and  Dubuque, 
over  U.S.  Highway  52;  in  Wisconsin:  (1) 
between  the  Minnesota -Wisconsin  State 
line  (Superior),  and  the  Wisconsin- 
Michigan  State  line  over  U.S.  Highway 
2,  (2)  between  the  Minnesota-Wisconsin 
State  line  (Hudson),  and  the  Wisconsin- 
Illinois  State  line  over  U.S.  Highway  12, 
(3>  between  Madison  and  the  Wisconsin- 


Illinois  State  line  over  U.S.  Highway  14, 
and  (4)  U.S.  Highway  51  between  junc¬ 
tion  n.S.  Highway  14  (near  Janesville) , 
and  the  Wisconsin-Hlinois  State  line  and 
junction  with  U.S.  Highway  90;  in  Il¬ 
linois:  (1)  between  the  lowa-Blinois 
State  line  and  the  Illinois-Indiana  State 
line  (Chicago  area),  over  U.S.  Highway 
20,  (2)  between  the  Wisconsin-Illinois 
State  line  and  Chicago  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  14,  (3)  between  the  Wisconsin- 
Illinois  State  line  and  the  Illinois- 
Indiana  State  line  over  U.S.  Highway 
12,  and  (4)  U.S.  Highway  90  between  the 
Wisconsin-Illinois  State  line  and  Chi¬ 
cago;  in  Indiana:  (1)  between  the 
Illinois-Indiana  State  line  (Gary)  and 
the  Indiana-Michigan  State  line  over 
U.S.  Highway  12,  (2)  between  the 
Illinois-Indiana  State  line  (Gary  area), 
and  Angola,  over  U.S.  Highway  20,  and 
(3)  between  Angold  and  the  Indiana- 
Michigan  State  line  over  U.S.  Highway 
27;  in  Michigan;  (1)  between  the 
Wisconsin-Michigan  State  line  (near 
Iron  wood),  and  the  Canadian-United 
States  Border  (Sault  Ste.  Marie),  over 
U.S.  Highway  2,  (2)  between  St.  Ignace 
and  Clare  over  U.S.  Highway  27,  (3)  be¬ 
tween  Clare  and  Flint  over  U.S.  Highway 
10,  (4)  between  junction  U.S.  Highway 
10  and  Michigan  Highway  20,  and  Bay 
City,  over  Michigan  Highway  20,.  (5) 
between  Bay  City  and  Flint  over  .U.S. 
Highway  23,  (6)  between  the  Indiana- 
Michigan  State  line  and  the  Canadian- 
United  States  border  (Detroit- Windsor) , 
over  U.S.  Highway  12,  (7)  between 
Springfield  and  Flint  over  Michigan 
Highway  78,  (8)  between  Niles  and  Jack- 
son  over  Michigan  Highway  60,  (9)  be¬ 
tween  the  Illinois-Michigan  State  line 
and  the  Canadian-United  States  bound¬ 
ary  line  (Detroit-Windsor)  over  U.S. 
Highway  112,  (10)  between  the  Indiana- 
Michigan  State  line  at  U.S.  Highway  27, 
over  said  Highway,  and  Charlotte.  (11) 
between  Flint  and  the  Canadian-United 
States  boundary  line  (Sarnia)  over 
Michigan  Highway  21,  (12)  between 
Wakefield,  and  junction  of  U.S.  Highway 
2  (just  south  of  Sault  Ste.  Marie)  and 
Michigan  Highway  28.  over  Michigan 
Highway  28.  and  (13)  between  junction 
Michigan  Highways  117  and  28,  south 
over  Michigan  Highway  117  to  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  U.S.  Highway  2  (near  Engar- 
dine) .  serving  no  interm^iate  points  on 
the  above-specified  routes. 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  is  a  Canadian 
carrier  holding  authority  from  Canadian 
provincial  boards  to  transport  general  com¬ 
modities  without  exception  over  regular 
routes  to  and  from  points  in  Eiastem  and 
Western  Canada  via  Canadian  and  American 
highways.  Applicant  states  it  serves  no 
points  in  the  United  States  and  does  not  seek 
authority  to  do  so  in  this  application;  how¬ 
ever,  authority  is  sought  to  traverse  the  pro¬ 
posed  routes,  or  any  combination  thereof, 
with  no  service  to  intermediate  i>oints.  It 
states  that  said  routes  are  necessary  as  some 
of  the  merchandise  transported  by  applicant 
between  Eastern  and  Western  Canada  has  its 
origin  or  destination  in  the  United  States; 
that  is.  traffic  is  interlined  in  Eastern  Canada 
with  carriers  serving  between  Eastern  Can¬ 
ada  and  the  United  States. 

No.  MC  119542,  filed  February  29, 1960. 
Applicant:  JAMES  E.  ANDEIRSON.  doing 
business  as  UNION  GARAGE,  730  Cut¬ 
ting  Boulevard,  Richmond,  Calif.  Appli¬ 


cant’s  representative:  Pete  H.  Dawson, 
P.O.  Box  1007,  1261  Drake  Avenue.  Bur¬ 
lingame.  Calif.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Automobiles,  in  secondary  move¬ 
ments.  in  drlveaway  service,  from  the 
site  of  the  Travis  Air  Force  Base,  near 
Fairfield,  Calif.,  to  Richmond,  Calif. 
The  application  is  accompanied  by  a 
Motion  to  Dismiss. 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OT  PASSENGERS 

No.  MC  1501  (Sub  No.  184).  Filed 
February  29,  1960.  Applicant:  THE 
GREYHOUND  CORP.,  140  South  Dear¬ 
born  Street.  Chicago  3,  HI.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Earl  A.  Bagby,  Western  Grey¬ 
hound  Lines  (Div.  of  The  Greyhound 
Corporation) ,  Market  and  Fremont 
Streets,  San  Francisco  5,  Calif.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  and  express  and  news¬ 
papers  in  the  same  vehicle  with  passen¬ 
gers,  between  Holt  Avenue  Junction, 
Pomona,  Calif.,  and  Euclid  Avenue  Junc¬ 
tion,  Ontario,  Calif.,  as  follows:  estab¬ 
lish  a  new  regular  route  between  junction 
U.S.  Highway  60  and  Holt  Avmue,  west 
of  Pomona,  “Holt  Avenue  Junction”,  and 
junction  Euclid  Avenue  and  U.S.  High¬ 
way  60  in  Ontario,  “Euclid  Avenue  Junc¬ 
tion”,  over  streets  locally  designated  as 
Holt  and  Euclid  Avenues,  hereinafter 
referred  to  as  an  unnumbered  highway, 
to  be  described  on  Sheet  48  of  Certificate 
MC  1501  (Sub  No.  138)  as  Route  258-A. 

Note;  Applicant  states  the  authority 
sought  is  between  the  points  and  In  both 
directions  over  the  routes  hereinabove  set 
forth,  serving  all  intermediate  points;  that 
the  proposed  route  is  requested  in  order  that 
applicant’s  Interstate'  schediiles  serving  Po¬ 
mona  and  Ontario  (presently  served  by  di¬ 
version  from  U.S.  60,  in  authorised  Route 
258) ,  may  avoid  crossing  the  Southern  Pacific 
Ck>mpany*s  and  Union  Pacific  Company’s 
railroad  tracks  that  parallel  each  other 
through  the  area  here  concerned. 

PETITION 

No.  MC  33900  (TAKRAB  BUS  CO., 
INC.’S  AND  MATTHEWS  CHAR'TER 
SERVICE  INC.’S  PETITION  FOR  MOD- 
IFICATION  AND/OR  CLARIFICATION 
OP  CER'TIPICATE) ,  dated  February  9, 
1960.  Petitioner:  TAKRAB  BUS  COM¬ 
PANY,  INC.,  29  West  44th  Street, 
Bayonne,  N.J.  Petitioner’s  attorney: 
S.  Harrison  Kahn,  1110-1114  Investment 
Building,  Washin^n  5.  D.C.  A  Certifi¬ 
cate  of  Public  Convenience  and  Necessity 
was  Issued  to  Takrab  Bus  Company,  Inc., 
on  April  21,  1942,  and  authorized  the 
transportation  of :  “Passengers  and  their 
baggage,  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
in  the  territory  indicated,  in  charter 
operations,  over  irregular  routes,  from 
points  and  places  in  Hudson  County,  New 
Jersey  to  New  York,  New  York,  and  points 
and  places  in  Rockland  and  Westchester 
Counties,  New  York,  and  return.”  By 
application  under  Section  212(b)  of  the 
Act,  Matthews  Charter  Service.  Inc., 
Cambridge,  Md.,  seeks  to  purchase  the 
above-described  operating  authority  of 
Takrab  Bus  Company,  Inc.  This  pro¬ 
ceeding  has  been  assigned  Docket  No. 
MC-FC  62595.  Petitioner  prays  that  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  will 
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modify  the  Certificate  Issued  to  Takrab  ' 
Bus  C(»npaiiy,  Inc.,  in  Docket  No.  MC- 
33900  by  the  elimination  of  the  phrase 
“restricted  to  traffic  originating  in  the 
territory  indicated";  or  interpret  said 
Certificate  to  authorize  Takrab  Bus  Com¬ 
pany.  Inc.,  to  interline  traffic,  and  thus 
enable  Matthews  Charter  Service.  Inc., 
to  consolidate  said  Certificate  with  its 
existing  authority,  upon  Commission  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  purchase  transaction  in 
Docket  No.  MC-62595;  and  issue  such 
further  order  or  orders  as  may  be  deemed 
necessary  in  the  premises.  Any  person  or 
persons  desiring  to  participate  in  this 
proceeding  may  make  representations 
for  or  against  the  relief  sought  within  30 
days  from  the  date  of  this  publication  in 
the  ^DBRAL  Register. 

Applications  por  Certificates  or  Per¬ 
mits  Which  Are  To  Be  Processed 
Concurrently  With  Applications 
Under  Section  5,  Governed  by  Special 
Rule  1.240  to  the  Extent  Applicable 

MOTOR  CARRIER  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC  84212  (Sub  No.  24) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  26,  1960.  Applicant:  DORN’S 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  First  Ave¬ 
nue,  Rensselaer.  N.Y.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  John  J.  Brady.  Jr..  75  State 
Street,  Albany  7,  N.Y.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  sommon  carrier,  by  motor 
v^cle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities,  except  those 
of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment, 
within  the  State  of  New  York,  as  follows: 

(1)  Between  Buffalo  and  Albany,  (a) 
from  Buffalo  over  New  York  Highway 
5  to  Albany,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points, 
and  the  off-route  points  of  Akion,  Oak- 
field.  Mba.  Verona,  Marcy,  and  Brewer- 
ton.  (b)  From  Buffalo  over  New  York 
Highway  130  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
20,  thence  over  UJ5.  Highway  20  to  Al¬ 
bany,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  aU  intermediate  points,  and  the 
off-route  points  of  Attica  and  Alexander. 

(2)  Between  Buffalo  and  Falconer,  from 
Buffalo  over  New  York  Highway  62  to 
junction  UF.  Highway  20,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  20  to  Westfield,  thence  over 
New  York  Highway  17,  through  James¬ 
town,  to  Falconer,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  and  the  off-route  point  of  Dun¬ 
kirk.  (3)  Between  Buffalo  and  James¬ 
town,  from  Buffalo  over  U.S.  Highway 
62  to  Jamestown,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  the  intermediate 
point  of  North  Collins.  (4)  Between 
Waterloo  and  Ithaca,  from  Waterloo  over 
New  York  Highway  96  to  Ithaca,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points.  (5)  Between  Syra¬ 
cuse  and  Ithaca,  from  Ss^racuse  over 
UJS.  Highway  11  to  Cortland,  thence 
over  New  York  Highway  13  to  Ithaca, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
the  intermediate  points  of  Cortland  and 
Dryden,  and  the  off -route  point  of  Gro¬ 
ton.  (6)  Between  Utica  and  Norwich, 
from  Utica  over  New  York  Highway  12 
to  Norwich,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points. 
(7)  Between  Buffalo  and  Rochester,  from 


Buffalo  over  New  York  Highway  33  to 
Rochester,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points, 
and  the  off-route  point  of  Cold  Water. 
(8)  Between  Buffalo  and  Niagara  Falls, 
from  Buffalo  over  both  New  York  High¬ 
ways  384  and  266  to  Niagara  Falls,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points.  (9)  Between  Buf¬ 
falo  and  Plattsburg,  from  Buffalo  over 
New  York  Highway  263  to  Lockport, 
thence  over  New  York  Highway  31  to 
Rochester,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  104 
to  Maple  View,  thence  over  U.&.  Highway 
11  to  Chateaugay,  thence  over  New  York 
Highway  374  to  junction  New  York 
Highway  3,  and  thence  over  New  York 
Highway  3  to  Plattsburg,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  and  the  off-route  points  of  Ful¬ 
ton,  Hilton,  Sackets  Harbor,  Keeseville, 
Hamlin,  Greece,  North  Rose,  Norfolk, 
Ellenburg,  and  Peru.  (10)  Between 
Watertown  and  Malone,  from  Water- 
town  over  New  York  Highway  37  to  Ma¬ 
lone.  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  the  intermediate  points  of  Ham¬ 
mond,  Ogdensburg,  and  Massena,  and 
the  off -route  point  of  Alexandria  Bay. 
(11)  Between  Watertown  and  Saranac 
Lake,  from  Watertown  over  New  York 
Highway  3  to  Saranac  Lake,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  the  inter¬ 
mediate  point  of  Black  River.  Great 
Bend,  Carthage,  and  Tupper  Lake.  (12) 
Between  Rochester  and  Syracuse,  from 
Rochester  over  New  York  Highway  31 
to  Weedsport,  thence  over  New  York 
Highway  3 IB  to  junction  New  York 
Highway  5,  thence  over  New  York  High¬ 
way  5  to  Syracuse,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points.  (13)  Between  Utica  and  Water- 
town,  from  Utica  over  New  York  High¬ 
way  12  to  Watertown,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  the  intermediate 
points  of  Boonville  and  Lowville.  (14) 
Between  Watertown  and  Cape  Vincent, 
from  Watertown  over  New  York  High¬ 
way  12E  to  Cape  Vincent,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points,  and  the  off-route  point 
of  Dexter.  (15)  Between  Watertown  and 
Clayton,  from  Watertown  over  New  York 
Highway  12  to  Clayton,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points.  (16)  Between  Utica  and  Sche¬ 
nectady,  from  Utica  over  New  York 
Highway  5S  to  Schenectady,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points.  (17)  Between  Mayville 
and  Jamestown,  from  Mayville  over 
New  York  Highway  17J  to  Jamestown, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
all  intermediate  points.  (18)  Between 
Geneva  and  Romulus,  from  Geneva  over 
New  York  Highway  96A  to  Romulus,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points.  This  application  is 
directly  related  to  Docket  No.  MC-F 
7459  published  in  the  March  2, 1960  issue 
of  the  Federal  Register. 

Applications  Under  Sections  5  and 
210a(b) 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  special  rules  governing  notice 
of  filing  of  applications  by  motor  carrier 
of  property  or  passengers  under  section 
5(a)  and  210a (b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 


merce  Act  and  certain  other  proceedings 
with  respect  thereto.  (49  CPR  1.240.) 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTT 

No.  MC-F  7457  (correction)  published 
in  the  March  2.  1960,  issue  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  page  1860.  Notice,  as 
corrected,  republished  in  full.  Authority 
sought  (1)  for  merger  into  THE  PITT- 
STON  <X)MPANY,  250  Park  Avenue, 
New  York  17,  N.Y.,  of  the  operating 
rights  and  property  of  BRINK’S,  IN- 
CORPORA’TED  (BRINK’S  ILLINOIS), 
234  East  24th  Street.  Chicago  16,  HI., 
(2)  for  the  acquisition  by  BRINK’S 
ARMORED,  INCORPORATED 
(BRINK’S  DELAWARE) ,  234  East  24th 
Street.  Chicago  16,  Ill.,  immediately  fol¬ 
lowing  the  merger  in  (1),  from  THE 
prrrSTON  company  of  the  operating 
rights  and  property  of  BRINK’S  ILLI¬ 
NOIS,  (3)  for  the  purchase  by  BRINK’S 
DELAWARE  Of  the  “armored  car’’  op¬ 
erating  rights,  summarized  below,  of 
UNI'TED  STATES  TRUCKING  COR- 
PORA'TION,  66  Murray  Street,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  and  (4)  for  the  acquisition 
by  THE  PITTSTON  COMPANY  of  con¬ 
trol  of  BRINK’S  DELAWARE  and  of 
the  operating  rights  and  property 
through  the  transaction.  Applicants’ 
attorneys:  David  Teitelbaum,  2  Wall 
Street,  New  York  5,  N.Y.,  Edward  K. 
Wheeler,  Southern  Building,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C..  and  Robert  S.  Foster.  33  North 
LaSalle  Street.  Chicago  2,  Ill.  BRINK’S 
DEHjAWARE  is  a  new  corporation  and 
not  a  carrier.  Operating  rights  to  be 
acquired:  (a)  of  BRINK’S  ILUNOIS, 
coin,  currency,  negotiable  and  non-nego- 
tiable  instruments  and  securities,  pre¬ 
cious  metals,  jewelry,  precious  stones, 
monies,  legal  tender,  stocks  and  bonds, 
postage  and  revenue  stamps,  other  valu¬ 
able  documents  and  rare  objects  and 
articles,  securities,  and  bullion,  as  a 
contract  carrier  over  irregular  routes, 
from,  to  or  between  points  and  areas 
varying  with  the  commodity  trans¬ 
ported,  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
Maryland,  Illinois.  Iowa,  Ohio.  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  California,  Nevada,  Kentucky, 
Delaware,  Michigan,  Indiana.  Massa¬ 
chusetts.  New  Hampshire,  Connecticut, 
Missouri,  Kansas,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
West  Virginia,  Rhode  Island,  Virginia, 
Wisconsin,  Georgia,  Tennessee,  Florida, 
Alabama,  Louisiana,  Washington,  Ore¬ 
gon,  Montana.  Utah.  Colorado.  Texas, 
Oklahoma,  Nebraska.  Minnesota,  Arkan- 
sas,  and  North  Carolina;  (b)  of  UNITED 
STATES  TRUCKING  CORPORATION. 
money,  coin,  bullion,  precious  metals 
and  stones,  jewelry,  stamps,  narcotics, 
negotiable  and  non-negotiable  instru¬ 
ments  and  securities,  stocks,  bonds,  and 
rare  and  valuable  documents  and  objects, 
as  a  contract  carrier  over  irregular 
routes,  between  points  in  Connecticut, 
Delaware.  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire.  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  and  the  District  of  Colum* 
bia.  Control  of  BRINK’S  ILLINOIS  and 
UNITED  STATES  TRUCKING  CORPO- 
RA’nON  by  THE  PITTSTON  COMPANY 
was  authorized  in  MC-P  6544,  consum* 
mated  May  20,  1959.  Application  has 
not  been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-P  7462.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  J.  M.  BLYTHE,  doing 
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business  as  J.  M.  BLITTHE  MOTOR 
lines,  P.O.  Box  489,  2939  Cta-lando  Drive, 
Sanford,  Fla.,  of  the  operating  rights 
of  SEABOARD  POOD  EXPRESS,  INC., 
4550  West  Colonial  Drive,  P.O.  Box  205, 
Orlando,  Fla.  Applicants’  attorney: 
Harry -P.  Gillis,  919  18th  Street  NW., 
Suite  226,  Washington  6,  D.C.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred:  Frozen 
foods,  poultry,  dressed,  fresh  or  frozen, 
frozen  fruits,  frozen  vegetables,  grape 
fuke,  grape  juice  concentrate,  chilled 
or  frozen,  frozen  citrus  products,  shrimp 
cocktail,  chilled  or  frozen,  dairy  products, 
frozen  eggs,  frozen  fruit  juices,  frozen 
citrus  juice  concentrate,  the  commodities 
dassifled  as  (a)  meats,  meat  products, 
and  meat  by-products,  in  the  appendix  to 
the  report  in  Modification  of  Permits — 
Packing  House  Products,  48  M.C.C.  628, 
in  vehicles  equipped  for  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  fresh  fruits  and  vegetables, 
fresh  meats,  dressed  rabbits,  seafoods, 
frozen  foods,  clay  products,  canned  fruit 
juices,  wine,  and  citrus  products,  not 
canned  or  frozen,  in  vehicles  equipped 
with  mechanical  refrigeration,  as  a 
common  carrier  over  irregular  routes, 
from,  to  or  between  points  and  areas, 
varying  with  the  commodity  transported. 
In  Maryland,  Mississippi,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania.  Alabama.  Florida,  New 
Jersey,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
Louisiana,  Georgia,  Virginia.  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Ohio,  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Rhode  Island.  Illinois,  Indiana.  West 
Virginia,  Tenenssee,  Maine,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Vermont,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia.  The  service  authorized  in 
Certificate  No.  MC  114413  is  subject  to 
the  following  restrictions:  (1)  The  serv¬ 
ice  described  therein  is  restricted  against 
the  transportation  of  traffic  to  or  from 
points  in  Kent  and  Sussex  Counties.  Del., 
and  Somerset.  Wicomico,  Dorchester, 
Talbot,  Carolina.  Queen  Annes,  and  Kent 
Counties,  Md.,  (2)  no  operating  right 
therein  authorized  shall  be  tacked  or 
combined  with  any  operating  right  held 
by  carrier  in  Dockets  Nos.  MC  114413 
Subs  1  and  2  for  the  purpose  of  trans¬ 
porting  shipments  between  points  herein 
authorized  to  be  served,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  which  carrier 
is  authorized  to  serve  in  the  above-men¬ 
tioned  dockets,  and  (3)  the  authority 
granted  therein,  to  the  extent  it  dupli¬ 
cates  any  authority  heretofore  granted 
to  or  now  held  by  said  carrier  shall  not 
be  construed  as  conferring  more  than 
one  operating  right.  Vendee  is  author¬ 
ised  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  in 
Florida,  Virginia,  Maryland,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey,  Rhode  Island. 
Vermont,  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Massachusetts.  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  Georgia,  Alabama,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia.  Application 
has  been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  210a  (b). 

No.  MC-F  7463.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  WILLIAM  HAROLD  HUS¬ 
TON,  doing  business  as  HUSTON 
TRUCK  LINE,  219  Maple  Street,  Friend, 
Kebr.,  of  a  portion  of  the  operating  rights 
of  HIGHWAY  TRANSPORTATION 
COMPANY.  1200  West  23d  Street,  Box 
168,  Fremont,  Neln:.  Applicants*  attor¬ 
ney:  James  E.  Ryan,  214  Sharp  Building, 
Lincoln,  Nebr.  Operating  rights  sought 
No.  47 - 5 
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to  be  transferred :  Livestock  and  poultry 
feeds,  tonics,  and  medicines,  dry  earth 
paint,  mineral  feeds  and  insecticides, 
and  printed  advertising  matter  and 
premiums,  used  solely  in  connection  with 
the  sale  of  mineral  feeds  and  insecticides, 
as  a  contract  carrier  over  irregular 
routes,  from  Quincy,  Ill.,  to  certain 
points  in  Nebraska;  rejected  shipments 
of  the  above-specified  conmiodities,  and 
meat  scrap,  tankage,  blood,  alfalfa,  al¬ 
falfa  meal,  and  grain  and  grain  products, 
from  certain  points  in  Nebraska  to 
Quincy.  Ill.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Kansas, 
Iowa,  Nebraska,  Wisconsin,  Wyoming, 
and  Texas.  Application  has  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b). 

No.  MC-F  7464.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  BROWN’S  EXPRESS,  INC., 
221  West  Division  Street,  Syracuse  8, 
N.Y..  of  the  operating  rights  and  prop¬ 
erty  of  DANIEL  H.  VAN  GALDER.  doing 
business  as  WELCH  EXPRESS  LINES, 
R.D.  No.  3,  West  Road,  Cortland,  N.Y., 
and  for  acquisition  by  GEORGE  W. 
BROWN,  also  of  Syracuse,  of  control  of 
such  rights  and  property  through  the 
purchase.  Applicants’  attorney:  Nor¬ 
man  M.  Pinsky,  407  South  Warren  Street, 
Syracuse  2,  N.Y.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred:  General  com¬ 
modities,  excepting,  among  others, 
household  goods  and  commodities  in 
bulk,  as  a  common  carrier  over  a  regular 
route  between  Elmira,  N.Y.,  and  Cort¬ 
land,  N.Y.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  and  the  ofif-route  points  of  Free- 
ville,  Homer,  and  McGraw,  N.Y.;  opera¬ 
tions  under  the  Second  Proviso  of  section 
206(a)(1).  Interstate  Commerce  Act, 
covering  the  transportation  of  general 
commodities  between  Cortland,  N.Y., 
and  E!lmira,  N.Y.,  via  New  York  High¬ 
ways  13  and  14,  serving  all  intermediate 
and  certain  off-route  points.  Vendee  is 
authorized  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier  in  New  York,  also  imder  the  Second 
Proviso  of  section  206(a)(1)  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Act  in  the  State  of 
New  York.  Application  has  not  been 
filed  for  temporary  authority  under  sec¬ 
tion  210a  (b). 

No.  MC-F  7465.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  }yy  DON  H.  HAWKEY,  doing 
business  as  HAWKEY  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION,  Athens  and  Locust  Streets.  P.O. 
Box  229,  Redding,  Calif.,  of  a  portion 
of  the  operating  rights  of  WINANS 
BROS.  TRUCKING  CO.,  212  Locust 
Street,  P.O.  Box  933,  Redding,  Calif. 
Applicants’  attorney:  Marvin  Handler. 
625  Market  Street.  San  Francisco  5. 
Calif.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
transferred:  Construction  machinery 
and  equipment,  and  agricultural  ma¬ 
chinery,  as  a  common  carrier  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  between  points  in  Butte, 
Shasta,  and  Tehama  Counties,  Calif.; 
mining  and  construction  machinery  and 
equipment,  lumber,  poles,  cyanide,  and 
building  materials,  between  points  in 
Shasta,  Tehama,  Trinity,  and  Siskiyou 
Counties,  Calif.  Vendee  is  authorized 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Cali¬ 
fornia.  Application  has  not  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b). 

No.  MC-P  7466.  Authority  sought  for 
merger  into  CENTRAL  MOTOR  LINES, 


INCORPORATED,  124  East  Sixth  Street, 
P.O.  Box  1067,  Charlotte  1,  N.C.,  of  the 
operating  rights  and  property  of  TER¬ 
MINAL  TRANSFER  INC.,  Bloomfield 
Avenue,  Allwood  Station,  Clifton,  N.J., 
and  for  acquisition  by  ROBERT  CL 
HAYES  and  MARIAM  C.  HAYES,  both 
of  60  North  Spring  Street,  Concord,  N.C., 
of  control  of  such  rights  and  property 
through  the  transaction.  Applicants’ 
attorney:  Nuel  D.  Behiap,  One  North 
LaSalle  Street.  Chicago  2.  Ill.  Operat¬ 
ing  rights  sought  to  be  merged:  General 
commodities,  excepting,  among  others, 
household  goods  and  commodities  in 
bulk,  as  a  common  carrier  over  irregular 
routes,  between  points  in  Passaic,  Ber¬ 
gen.  Morris.  Union,  Hudson,  Essex.  Mid¬ 
dlesex,  Somerset,  and  Monmouth  Coun¬ 
ties,  N.J.,  on  the  one*hand.  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Richmond.  Bronx,  New 
York,  Slings,  Queens,  and  Nassau  Coim- 
tles,  N.Y.,  and  between  points  in  the 
above-named  New  Jersey  counties. 
Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  in  Illinois,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  Ohio,  West  Virginia,  Virginia,  In¬ 
diana,  New  York,  South  Carolina,  New 
Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Maryland,  Dela¬ 
ware.  Georgia,  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia.  Application  has  not  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  imder  section 
210a (b). 

No.  MC-P  7468.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  ST.  CROIX  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  COMPANY,  INC.,  1015  North 
Third  Street,  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  of  the 
operating  rights  and  certain  property  of 
G.  O.  ABRAHAM,  doing  business  as  C. 
&  L.  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  201  Plum 
Street,  Ellsworth.  Wis.,  and  for  acquisi¬ 
tion  by  WIDHOLM  FREIGHTWAYS, 
INC.,  and,  in  turn,  HAROLD  GROSSER, 
CHESTER  WIDHOLM.  ROBERT  WID¬ 
HOLM,  JR.,  DOROTHY  WIDHOLM  and 
RICHARD  WIDHOLM,  all  of  1015  North 
Third  Street.  Minneapolis,  fifinn.,  of  con¬ 
trol  of  such  lights  and  property  through 
the  purchase.  Applicants’  attorney: 
Leonard  E.  Lindquist.  1010  Midland  Bank 
Building.  Minneapolis,  Minn.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  excepting,  among 
others,  household  goods  and  commodities 
in  bulk,  as  a  common  carrier  over  regu¬ 
lar  routes,  between  Minneapolis.  Minn., 
and  Durand.  Wis.,  serving  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  points  in  Wl^onsin.  and  the  inter¬ 
mediate  and  off-route  points  of  St.  Paul, 
South  St.  Paul,  and  Newport.  Minn.,  and 
Eau  Galle,  Wis.,  between  Ellsworth,  Wis., 
and  Spring  Valley,  Wis.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points,  and  the  off-route 
points  of  Olivet  and  EH  Paso.  Wis.,  and 
between  Elmwood.  Wis.,  and  Junction  un¬ 
numbered  highway  and  U.S.  Highway  10 
near  Durand,  Wis.,  serving  the  inter¬ 
mediate  point  of  Eau  Galle,  Wis.;  service 
is  authorized  to  and  from  (1)  points  in 
the  Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minn.,  Com¬ 
mercial  Zone,  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  and  also  Scotchlite,  Minn.,  as  inter¬ 
mediate  or  off -route  points  in  connection 
with  said  carrier’s  presently-authorized 
regular  route  operations  to  or  from 
Mlnneiq;)olis  and  St.  Paul,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  such  commodities 
as  said  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  to  or  from  Minneapolis  or 
St.  Paul  over  regular  routes,  and  (2) 
points  in  the  said  commercial  zone 
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and  Scotchlite,  in  lieu  of  Minneapolis 
and  St.  Paul,  whichever  is  presently 
authorized  to  be  served  by  said  carrier 
over  irregular  routes,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  such  commodities  as 
said  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  to  or  from  Minneapolis  or  St. 
Paul,  over  irregular  routes.  Vendee  is 
authorized  to  operate  as  a  common  car- 
Tier  in  Minnesota.  Wisconsin  and  Iowa. 
Application  has  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a(b). 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 

No.  MC-F  7467.  Authority  sought  for 
control  by  TRANSCONTINENTAL  BUS 
SYSTEM,  INC.,  315  Continental  Avenue, 
Dallas  7,  Tex,,  of  DENVER-COLORADO 
SPRINGS-PUEBLO  MOTOR  WAY.  INC., 
1669  Broadway.  Denver  2.  Colo.,  and 
DENVER  -  SALT  LAKE  -  PACIFIC 
STAGEIS,  INC.,  313  Travel  Center  Build¬ 
ing,  17th  and  Broadway,  Denver,  Colo. 
Applicant’s  attorneys:  Carl  B.  Callaway. 
Alfred  Crager  and  Warren  A.  Cjk)ff.  all  of 
315  Continental  Avenue,  Dallas  7,  Tex. 
Operating  rights  sought  to  be  controlled : 
(DENVER-COLORADO  SPRINGS- 
PUEBLO  MOTOR  WAY,  INC. )  Passen¬ 
gers  and  their  baggage,  and  express, 
newspapers,  and  mail,  in  the  same  ve¬ 
hicle  with  passengers,  as  a  common 
carrier  over  regular  routes,  between  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo.,  and  Trinidad,  Colo.,  between 
Canon  City.  Colo.,  and  La  Junta,  Colo., 
between  Walsenburg,  Colo.,  and  Alamosa, 
Colo.,  between  junction  Colorado  High¬ 
way  115  and  U.S.  Highway  85,  near  Colo¬ 
rado  Springs.  Colo.,  and  Junction  Colo¬ 
rado  Highway  115  and  U.S.  Highway  50, 
near  Florence,  Colo.,  and  between  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  85  and  relocated  U.S. 
Highway  85  approximately  24  miles  south 
of  Pueblo,  Colo.,  and  junction  of  those 
highways  approximately  34  miles  south 
of  Pueblo,  serving  all  intermediate  points 
and  the  off -route  point  of  La  Veta,  Colo.; 
alternate  routes  for  operating  conven¬ 
ience  only  between  jimction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  85  and  relocated  U.S.  Highway  85. 
near  Larkspur,  Colo.,  and  junction  U.S. 
Highway  85  and  relocated  U.S.  Highway 
85  near  Monument,  Colo.,  and  between 
Denver.  Colo.,  and  Castle  Rock.  Colo.; 
authority  to  engage  in' operations  as  a 
broker  at  Denver,  Colorado  Springs,  and 
Pueblo,  Colo.,  covering  the  transportation 
of  passengers  and  their  baggage,  and  of 
express  and  newspapers,  in  the  same  ve¬ 
hicle  with  passengers,  between  points  in 
the  United  States;  (DENVER-SALT 
LAKE-PACIFIC  STAGES.  INC.)  pas¬ 
sengers  and  their  baggage,  and  express 
and  newspapers,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  as  a  common  carrier,  over 
regular  routes,  between  Denver.  Colo., 
and  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  and  between 
Rangely,  Colo.,  and  Artesia,  Colo.,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points;  alternate 
route  for  operating  convenience  only  be¬ 
tween  Denver,  Colo.,  and  junction  Colo¬ 
rado  Highway  20  and  U.S.  Highway  40. 
TRANSCONTINENTAL  BUS  SYSTEM. 
INC.,  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier  in  Illinois,  Missouri.  Kansas, 
California.  Colorado.  New  Mexico.  Texas, 
Oklahoma.  Utah.  Arizona.  Nebraska. 
Arkansas,  Indiana,  and  Louisiana.  Ap- 


plicatiCHi  has  not  been  filed  for  tem¬ 
porary  authority  under  section  210a(b). 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  60-2158;  Piled,  Mar.  8.  1060; 
8:47  a.m.] 

OFFICE  OF  CIVIL  AND  DEFENSE 
MOBILIZATION 

PHILIP  N.  POWERS 

Appointee’s  Statement  of  Changes  of 
Business  Interests 

The  following  statement  lists  the 
names  of  concerns  required  by  subsec¬ 
tion  710(b)(6)  of  the  Defense  Produc¬ 
tion  Act  of  1950,  as  amended. 

Midwest  Piping  (deletion). 

Internuclear  Company. 

Trans  World  Airlines. 

This  amends  statement  published 
August  13. 1959  (24  F.R.  6602) . 

Dated;  February  1, 1960. 

Dr.  Philip  N.  Powers. 

(F.R.  Doc.  60-2138;  Filed.  Mar.  8.  1960; 
8:45  a.m.) 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Office  of  the  Secretary 
DELEGATION  OF  AUTHORITY 

The  following  material  is  a  portion  of 
the  Departmental  Manual  and  the  num¬ 
bering  system  is  that  of  the  Manual. 
Material  that  relates  solely  to  internal 
management  has  not  been  included. 

'  Part  210  of  the  Departmental  Manual 
has  been  amended  by  adding  a  new  sub¬ 
division,  numbered  (3)  and  reading  as 
follows,  to  210  DM  1.3A  (24  F.R.  1348) : 

Part  210 — Office  of  the  Secretary 

CHAPTER  1 — SECRETARIAL  OFFICERS 
•  •  #  •  « 

210.1.3  Assistant  Secretary  for  Fish 
and  Wildlife.  A.  The  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Fish  and  Wildlife  is  authorized 
to: 

•  •  •  •  • 

(3)  Exercise  the  authority  delegated 
to  the  Secretary  by  section  2  of  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  10857  relating  to  the  transfer 
and  conveyance  to  the  State  of  Alaska 
of  certain  property  owned  or  held  by  the 
United  States.  ITiis' authority  shall  be 
exercised  with  regard  to  personal  prop¬ 
erty  in  accordance  with  such  policies, 
conditions  and  procedures  as  may  be 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior  (see  418  DM  3) . 

Part  240  has  been  added  to  the  Depart¬ 
mental  Manual  and  reads  as  follows: 

Part  240 — Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

CHAPTER  4 — TRANSFER  OF  PROPERTY  TO 
STATE  OF  ALASKA 

240.4.1  Delegation  of  authority.  Au¬ 
thority  to  transfer  to  the  State  of  Alaska, 


without  reimbursement,  any  personal 
property  situated  in  Alaska  and  owned 
or  held  by  the  United  States  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  functions  performed  by  the 
United  States  in  Alaska  pursuant  to  the 
Alaska  Game  Law  of  July  1,  1943,  57 
Stat.  301;  the  act  of  June  26,  1906,  34 
Stat.  478;  the  act  of  June  6, 1924, 43  Stat. 
465;  and  the  acts  amending  or  supple¬ 
menting  such  acts,  may  be  exercised 
by— 

A.  The  Commissioner  of  Fish  and 
Wildlife. 

B.  The  Directors  of  the  Bureaus  of 
Commercial  Fisheries  and  Sport  Fish¬ 
eries  and  Wildlife. 

C.  The  Regional  Directors,  Alaska  Re¬ 
gion,  of  the  Bureaus  of  Commercial  Fish¬ 
eries  and  Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife. 

240.4.2  Limitations.  A.  This  author¬ 
ity  may  not  be  redelegated. 

B.  The  authority  delegated  in  240  DM 
4.1  shall  be  exercised  in  accordance  with 
policies,  conditions,  and  procedures  as 
may  be  prescribed  from  time  to  time  by 
the  Secretary  (418  DM  3,  Transfers  to 
State  of  Alaska). 

Elmer  F.  Bennett, 
Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

March  3, 1960. 

(FR.  Doc.  60-2150;  Filed.  Mar.  8,  1960; 

8:46  am.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

FARRIS  LIVESTOCK  AUCTION  YARD 
ET  AL. 

Posted  Stockyards 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
the  Director,  Livestock  Division,  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Service,  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture,  under 
the  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act,  1921, 
as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  181  et  seq.) .  on  the 
respective  dates  specified  below  it  was 
ascertained  that  the  livestock  markets 
named  below  were  stockyards  within  the 
definition  of  that  term  contained  in  sec¬ 
tion  302  of  the  act  (7  U.S.C.  202)  and 
were,  therefore,  subject  to  the  act,  and 
notice  was  given  to  the  owners  and  to 
the  public  by  posting  notice  at  the  stock- 
yards  as  required  by  said  section  302. 

Name  of  Stockyard  and  Date  of  Posting 
California 

Farris  Livestock  Auction  Yard,  Santa  Rosa: 
Oct.  21,  1959. 

Lancaster  Sales  Yard,  Lancaster:  Dec.  1, 
1959. 

Los  Banos  Livestock  Commission  Co.,  Los 
Banos:  Dec.  1,  1959. 

Reed’s  Livestock  Commission  Co.,  Hay¬ 
ward:  Nov.  21,  1959. 

Rebik  Auction  Yard,  Brawley:  Nov.  1, 1969. 

S  &  C  Livestock  Commission  Co.,  San  Josq: 
Oct.  28,  1969. 

Shasta  County  Livestock  Auction  Yard, 
Anderson:  Dec.  31,  1959. 
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Carlisle  Stock  Yards,  Carlisle:  Dec.  28, 1969. 

Muhlenberg  County  Livestock  Market,  Inc., 
Greenville:  Elec.  29.  1959. 

Walton  Sales  Bam,  Walton:  Dec.  28,  1969. 

Ma88ACHUSE1TS 

Northampton  Cooperative  Auction  Ass’n, 
Inc.,  Northampton:  Jan.  12,  1960. 

Michigan 

Howell  Livestock  Auction,  Howell:  Jan 
4,  1960. 

Trufant  Livestock  Sales,  Trufant:  Jan  14 
1960. 

Mississippi 

Lipscomb  Commission  Company,  Como* 
Pfeb.  2,  1960. 

Missousi 

Platte  County  Sales  Company,  Platte  Cl  tv 
Jan.  13.  1960. 

Nevada 

Elko  Livestock  Sales,  Blko:  Jan.  1,  I960. 

New  Mexico 

Pecos  Valley  Livestock  Commission  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  Roswell:  Peb.  13.  1958. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


Nobth  Casolina 

Wake  County  Livestock  Market,  Raleigh: 
Jan.  6,  1960. 

Oklahoma 

Shattuck  Sales  Barn,  Shattuck:  Dec  31 
1969.  ’ 

Pennsylvania 

Belknap  Auction.  Inc.,  Dairton:  l^b  3 
1960.  ’ 

Eighty  Four  Auction  Sales,  Inc.,  Eighty 
Pour:  Peb.  1,  i960. 

Parmer’s  Trl  County  Auction.  Inc.,  Scenerv 
Hill:  Peb.  2,  1960. 

Payette  Stock  Yard  Co.,  Union  town:  P^b. 
2,  1960. 

Oreenvllle  Livestock  Market,  Inc.,  Green- 
vine:  Jan.  16,  1960. 

Hickory  Auction  &  Sales.  Inc.,  Hlckorv 
Peb.  1,  I960. 

Pennsylvania  Livestock  Auction,  Inc 
Waynesburg:  Peb.  2.  1960. 

The  Kennett  Auction  Co.,  Kennett  Square* 
Jan.  29,  1960.  ^ 

Trl  County  Auction,  Brock  wav*  pyb  s 
1960.  ^  ' 

South  Casolina 

P.  L.  Bruce  Livestock  Company,  Green¬ 
ville:  Jan.  28,  1960. 


Texas 

Anderson  County  Commission  Co„  Inc 
Palestine:  Jan.  20,  1960.  ’ 

Kernes  Livestock  Commission  Co.,  Kernes: 
Jan.  22,  1960. 

San  Augustine  Livestock  Commission  Co , 
San  Augustine:  Jan.  21,  i960. 

Trinity  County  Auction,  Inc.,  Groveton* 
Jan.  21,  I960. 

Vexmont 

Addison  County  Commission  Sale,  Bast 
Mlddlebury:  Nov.  20,  1969. 

East  Thetford  Commission  Sale,  Bast  Thet- 
ford:  Jan.  3,  1960. 

Gallerani’s  Commission  Sale.  Inc..  Brad, 
ford:  Jan.  3,  1960. 

Washington 

19^den  Auction  Market,  Lynden:  Jan.  18, 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  3d 
day  of  March  1960. 

^  Lee  D.  Sinclair, 

Acting  Director,  Livestock  Division, 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

|P.R.  Doc.  60-2153;  Plied.  Mar.  8.  1960; 
8:46  a.m.] 
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CUMULATIVE  CODIFICATION  GUIDE— MARCH 

A  numerical  list  of  parts  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published 
to  date  during  March.  Proposed  rules,  as  opposed  to  final  actions,  are  identified  as  such. 
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